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OFFICES AND

SAFE DEPOSIT VAULTS

South Tzst Cor. Yonge and Oolbome.Sts., Toronto
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E. A. MEPEDITH, Esq.. LL.D.
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VICE-PRESIDENTS,

Unde: its Charter of Tucorporation and Letters Patent, tho Company has authority to undertake and
exerute cvory king of trusts, and flnancial agencies of alidescriptions. Amoug tho more :mportant trusts,
ageucies o::lnd other anlees which the Company is authorized 1o discharge, the following may be specially
mentioned i— |

1

2
<.

3.
3.
3.

8.

8

Yrastce under the Appointment of Courts, Corporations and private individuals.

Exc(cs:lo{. Admiuistraior, &uardian, Committee, Rzeetver, or other official or fiduciary
unctions,

Agent for any persor holding any of the foregoing oflices. .
Agent and Attorncy for tho management and winding up,of Estates.

Agent lor h:\;«i!ng wmoncy. collectirg interest, dividends, mortgages, and generally for managing
any finnancial ottices.

Recelver and Assignee.

Agent for the issning and Countersigming of Stock, Bonds and other obligations, and for
recelving and managing Sinking Funds.

Management of a Sufe Depoait estabiishment for the sccure custody of documenis and valuables

‘Wills appointing the Company Exccutor and Trustee are recei cd for safe custody freo of charge.
The Scervices of Solfctsers who bring estates or business to the Company are retained.
AN business entrusted to the Company will he economically attendod to.

LGANS AND INVESTMENTS.

. The Company has always at its disposal & large amount of fuuds which will bo invested at the lowest
.rato of intcrest

J. W. LANGMUIR, MARAGING DIRECTOR.



ASSESSMENT SYSTEM. .

“ASSESSMENT SYSTEM."” .

VERYBODY who knows anythiug about insurance acknowledges that the Independent Qrdér of Foresters is far
and away the Best Fraternal Benefit 8aciety in the World. Itwasfounded in Newark, New Jersey, §&
on the 17th June, 1874, and has epread all over the United States and Canada, and is rapidly spreading In
Great Britain and elsewhere. -

The Unexampled Frogress and Frosperity of the Indepencdent Order of Foresters
is shown by the following figures:

No. of Balance No. of Balance No. of Balance
Members. in Bank. Members. _in Bank. Members, _in Bank,
October, 1882 80 § 114507 |January,1S88 7,511 § §6,102 42 | January,1894 54,481 SS53,847 89

January, 1883 1,134 2,769 5 | January, 1880 11,618 117,599 83 | February, ** 55,140 875,860 08
January, 1884 2,216 13,070 §5 | January, 1890 17,020 188,130 §6 | March, ¢ 56,550  §74,230 08
January, 1885 2,558 20,002 30 | January, 1891 24,466 283,087 20 | April, o 52,339 11,029 9¢
January, 1886 8,648 381,082 52 | January, 1892 32,303 408,798 18 | May, 4 59,607 923,707 04
January, 1887 5,54 60,325 02 | January, 1803 ¢3,02¢ 587,507 85 | June, “* 31,000 951,571 62
4 Membership 1st July, 1894, about 61,000. Balance in Bank, $951,571.62.

The total number of applications considered by the Medical Board for the year ending 31st December, 1892, is

18,247, whom 17,025 were passed, and 1,219 rejected.

g

The cause of this uncxampled prosperity and growth of the I. 0. F. is duc to the fact that its foundations have
been 1aid on a Solid Financial Basis, and every department of the Order has been managed on husiness Qenn-
ciples, thereby securing for all Foresters 1grge and varied benefits at the lowest possible cost consistent with Satety
and Permanence.

At date all Benefitshave heen paid within a few days of filing the claim papers, amounting in the te to thg 3§
)
gl

¢¢ pnncely sum of Two Millions Jwo Hundred and 7 hirty-four Thousand Four BHundred and

4 enty-four Dollars. Notwithstanding the payment of this Iarge sum, as weil as all the management
2 expenses, including large sums for planting the Order in New Tesritory, there-remains the handsome cash balance
in the treasury, as noted alove, of the sum of Nine Hundred and Fifty-one Thousand Five
Hundred and Seveuty-one Dollars and tixty-two Cents. ]

Look at this list of the Benetits which you may obtain for yourself by becoming a Forester :

_FOR YOURSELF.—1. The fraternal and social privileges of the Order. 2. Free medical attendance. 8. Total
and Permancent Disability of §500, $1,000, or £1,500. 4. A Lenefit for your old age of $100, $200, or S300 a year,
5. AnEndowment Benefit, payable on reaching your expectation of life,” of £1,000, $2,000, or $3,000. 0. Sick
Benefits of £3 to §5 per week.

FOR YOUR FAMILY.—1. Funcral Benefit, §50. 2. Insurance Benefit of $1,000, 52,000, or $3,000.

. '% The cost of admission to the Order in most Courts is only £ t0 89, according to the amount of insurance taken,
l Desid dical examination fee, which is 81.50 if you are taking only $1,000 of insurance, and §2 if tuking £2,000 or
$3,000. Agents wanted in Canada, the Uniied S:ates, and Greav Britaia aud Ireland.

For further information, apply to .
ORONHYATEK A, M.D., §.0.n. Toront-, Canada. HON. D, D. AITKEN, M.C,, S.V.C.R., Flint, Mich,
JOHN A, McG LL V3AY, Q. ., §. Sccrctary, Yoronto, Canada. JAMES MARSHAL , Gen. Manager,
Great Britaln, 172 Buchanan-street, Glasgow, Ecotland, or to REV. W.J, McCAUGHAN, Gen, Manager,
Belfast, Iretand,
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Remington
Typewriter

A DEVELOPMENT

NOT AN EXPERIMENT

Many Notable Improvements successfully
incorporated into this new model, retain-
ing the essential features of simplicity and
durability for which the Remington is
famous.

GEO. BENGOUGH

45 Adelaide St. East
TORONTO — —_— - ONT.
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A choice selection of English.
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stock. All orders executed in
first -class style, at reasonable
prices.
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EDITORIAL.

THE Montreal Bar has lockad horns
with the Solicitor-General, and has
emerged from the controversy slightly
.damaged. Thirteen months had
elapsed without a successor being
named to the Chief Justiceship of the
Superior Court, vacated by the death
of Sir Francis Johnson. Two months
ago the death of Judge Barry, of the
Circuit Court, added to the incon-
venience of the Bar and litigants. It
is suspected that the reason no
appointments are made is that the
Solicitor-Gerieral intends one of the
judgeships for himself, and until the
government can take a convenient
opportunity to elevate him nc vacan-
cies will be filled. The Montreal
Bar, as well as the public, had good
ground of complaint, and at a meeting
of the Baradopted aresolution, moved
by the Syndic, declaring that it is
necessary in the interest of the ad-
ministration of justice in Montreal
that successors be immediately named
to the Honorable Judges Johnson and
Barry.

*

So far the proceedings of the
Montreal Bar were a well deserved
rebuke to the government for treating
judgeships as pure patronage and leav-
ing’them open to serve as political
bait.

THE Montreal Bar went further.

The resolution continued “that no
nomination of a judge for the distriet
of Montreal be made without consul-
ing the Bar of Montreal” Thisisa
large demand. Our constitution én-
trusts the duty of selection to the
Government. The Montreal Bar say
that the time has come when the Bar
should be asked to nominate, leaving
to the responsible executive the power
of confirmation. The resolution says,
“That if the Bench of this Province
counts amongst its members many
who are men of merit, knowledge and
integrity, and who are deserving to
be named to such a high positicn,
there were some who were named
on account of their political services
which alone recommended them.”
* “ Tuar such abuses, which dishonor
our tribunals and make justice doubt-
ful, would never have occurred if our
Government had been more careful of
the interests of their constituents than
of the interests of certain ¢coteries,
and if they had consulted the Bar.”

“THaT if the Bar was consulted we
would not notice on the occasion of a
vacancy in & judgeship the interven-
tion of persons and institutions who
are little able to enlighten the govern-
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ment in regard to the choice of a
successor, and we would not witness
the pitiful sight of unfortunate
solicitors organizing a ‘canvass’ e.
dishonorable to these for whom they
work as to the government which
telerates them, which encourages
them, and which submits to them
finally.”

»

These statements of fact by the
Montreal Bar are convincing that
there is something radically wrong in
the appointments in the sister pro-
vince, and if the resolution had
stopped at statements of fsct no
answer could have been made. By
urging thet the Bar should be con-,
sulted the Bar left itself open to an
answer which the Solicitor-General
was quick to adopt.

“I HAVE not,” says the Solicitor-
General, “ the sI° ;- test doubt but that
suggestions from the Bar will always
be received with thanks by the
Department of Justice here, in connee-
tion with any appointments. Under
our systeir of government, however,
the ministry of the day is responsible
for all recommendations to His Excel-
lency, and whilst the opinion of the
Bar will always command great
respect with the Minister of Justice,
it is hardly likely that any govern-
ment will delegate its authority in
such matters or ask the Bar to assume
its responsibility.”

THus the Solicitor-General avoided
the unpleasantness of defending the
Government for past appointments,

THE BARRISTER.
A

and read the Montreal Bar a little
sermon from the text, “mind your
own business.” But the facts of the
ase remain unaltered and will come
to the surface again and again until
the grievance is removed by conS(\:i-
entious appointments of good men,

. regardless of politics.

VACATION. . .

T sing the long vacation
Which the wisdom of ovr nation,
Has appointed for the litigants and
lawyers of our Courts,
When the judges, (ob! so gay sirs,)
Doff their gowns and don their
blazers,
And dismiss all vexing questions about
‘contracts, wills or torts.

‘Would vou find our Q.C.’s, seek’em )
‘With a writ of duces tecum,
And a posse comitatus, and all legal aids
beside ;
And your search will be a vain one,
For of all, there don’t remain one ;
They have flitted to the forest or the far
sea-side.

For from June until September,
Our rules, you will remexber,
Enjoin that how “in statu quo”
litigation sticks ;
That each interested party,
May once more grow strong and
hearty ;
(Which, to verify exactly, see rule four
eighty six). :

all

But although we can’t be pleading,
As I understand from reading
Of rule four eighty three (and four eight
four you’ll also see)
Nor examine without reason,
Any party in this season,
‘Without a judge’s-order, (see rule thirteen
thirty three).




‘to this money ever -existed.
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Yet so long as asses stuwble,
And into pit-falls tumble, |
And we've got te extricate them e’en
upon the Sabbath day :
So, if the facts require,
Though we pant and we perspire
"We can still extend assistance though
vacation holds her sway.

Thus in matters of injunctions,
Conrts will exercise their functions,
F'en in August, when ’tis urgent, without
waiting for 1st prox.

307

In fact, if really needing,
We may také'any procesding,
Not forbiddea by the rules, (for which
see Hogaboom v. Cox*)

But, since it is demanded,
Of every hohest, candid
And highly public-spirited and patriotic
man,
To spend these days in jollity,
For sake of public polity,
Let each and all resolve to do as little as
they can,

—RB.M.M.
*15. P. R. 127. :

IN THE SUPREME COURT.

. AX Act of the Provincial Legislature
.authorized the Lieutenant Governor in

* -council to grant 4000 acres of land per

mile for thirty miles of the Hereford
Railway. The Act contained a section
that ‘1t shall be lawful &e.,” to convert
the land subsidy into cash at a certain
rate per acre. The company completed
-the construction of the thirty miles and
built the road in accordance with the Act
‘which granted the subsidy, and the
Dominion Railway Act, and now by
petition of right claimed to be entitled to

-the sum of $49,000, balance due on said
-subsidy. The chief justice says *The

-suppliant’s right to this money must
depend altogether on the statute grant-
ing the subsidy, and if this did not
create & liability on the part of
the Government to pay the money
no statutory liability in  respect
The
language of the Act is permissive and
facultative, it makes no direct grant to
the Railway Company, but in using the
words ¢“it shall be lawful for the
Tieutenant Governor to grant,” it
imparts that the Crown is to exercise its

discretion in paying over or withholding
the money as it may think fit,” referring
to the Queen ». The Lord Commissioners
of the Treasury, L. R. 7. Q. B., 387;
Julius . The Bishop of Oxford, 5 App.,
Cas., at p. 223 ; Tascherean ». Sedgwick
JJ., dissented ; Hereford Railway Co. v.
The Queen, 24 S. 0.3. 1.

Ix Doyle ». McPhee et al 24 S. C. R,,
65 ; on appeal from the Supreme Court of
Nova Scotia, the Supreme Court
considered the meaning of a description
in a decd. The description was ¢“a
strip of land 25 links wide, ruaning from
the eastern side of the aforesaid lot,
along the northern side of the railway
station about twelve rods, unto the
western end of the railway station
grounds, the said lot and strip together
containing one acre more or less,
«“Held reversing the Court below
(Taschereau J., dissenting), that the
strip conveyed was not limited to twelve
rods in length, but extended to the
western end of the staticn, which was
more than twelve rods from the starting
point.
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PRACTICE POINTS REPORTED, o

ONE of the cases which we would all_
gladly omit from the reports is r¢ James
Knowles, a Solicivor, 16 P. R., 408, in
which it was ordered that bhe solicitor be
struck off the roll unless by a named qday
he should pay an amount found by the
report of a taxing officer to be in his
hands, the moneys “of a client, together
with the cost of the taxation and of the
motion to strike him off the roll.

* +

In" Meriden Britannia Company w.
Braden, 16 P. R, 440, held, reversing
the -decision of Boyd C 16 P. R., 346,
that where one defendant agreed t0 save
another harmless from the costs of an
action, and in the written retainer of the
latter to his solicitors it was provided
that the costs should be charged to the
former and where no reason a.ppea.red for
defending by separate solicitors, the
indemnified defendant was not entitled to
costs against the plaintiff. Jar is .
G.W. R. W. Co, 8 C. P, 280, and
Stevenson ». City of Kmoston, 31 C. P,
333, followed.

*

‘WHERE a contract of hiring is made
within tke Province of Ontario, and the
work thereunder to be done there, the
commission therefor will be payable there.
If the contract is ended by letter sent
from another province, quaer whether
this indicates that the breach complained
of was out of the Province. Upon a
motion to set aside service of a writ of
summons on defendant resident out of
the jurisdiction on an action for breach
of such contract of hiring, there was
conflicting evidence as to whether the
discharge of the plaintiff from the
defendant’s service was by letter or by
the act of an agent of the defendant
within the Province, the -plaintiff was
allowel' to proceed to trial upon his
undertaxing to prove at the trial a cause
of action within Rule 271 (e). Bell ».
Villeneuve & Co., 16 P. R, 413.

*

A MUNICIPAL corporation is not entitled
to notice of action under the Act to pro-

tect justices of the peace and others fxzom
vexatious actions; R. S. O., ch. 73.
Hodgins v. Counties of Huron and Bruce,
3 E. and A,, 169, followed. Defence of
want of such notice struck out upon
summary application, McCarthy ». Town-
ship of Vespra, 16 P. R., 416.

*

UroN a summary application, under
Rule 1322 (387) to strike out defences
upon the ground thab they disclose “ no
reasonable answer,” the court is not to
look upon the matter with the same
strictness as upon demurrer. A party
should not be legally deprived of & ground
of substantial defence by the summary
process of a judgment in chambers. Jn-
an action upon a promissory note, alleged
by defendants to have been taken by
plaintiff after maturity, defence of pay-
ment, estoppel by conduct, and a claim for
equitable protection arising out of agree-
ment, were allowed to remain on the
record. Bank of Hamilton ». George
Bros,, 16 P. R., 418.

*

WHEN there was an admission by the
defendant of the debt sued for, swurn to
and not contradicted, and the writ of
summons was spedially indorsed so as to
enable the plaintiff to move for judgment
under Rule 739, an order for security for
costs obtained by the defecudant on
precipe after appearance, the plaintiff
being out of the ju-isdiction, was set
aside, notwithstanding that the plaintiff
might have paid $50 into court under
Rule 1251, and proceed to move for
judgment. Doer ». Rand, 10 P. R., 165,
followed ; Payne v. Newberry, i3 P. R,
353, not fotlowed ; Thibaudeau et al v.
Herberb 16 P. R., "490.

*

‘WHERE aa action is brought to estab-
lish a right of way over lands adjoining
those of which the ylaintiff is the owner
subject to & mortgage, and having regard
to the value of the property, the amount
of the mortgage and other circumstances,
the lands may be ssid to be veally the
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mortgagee’s, and the action substantially
his, the defendant is entitled to security
for costs i the plaintiff be without
substance. Gordon ». Armssrong, 16
P. R., 432.

*

TrE practice by which, when the de-
fendant’s costs of a former action for the
same, ov substantially the same cause
were unpaid, the defendant was entitled
to have the latter action stayed until they
should be paid, is now suspended by the
effect of Rule 3, the defendant’s only
remedy being to apply under Rule 1243
for security for costs in the second action.
Campbell v. Elgie et al, 16 P. R., 440.

. *

A prosecuTION for an indictable offence
is pending within the meaning of section
683 of the Crimiaal Code, 1892, when an
information has been laid charging such
an oftence, and a commission to take
evidence abroad for use before a magis-
trate upon a preliminary inquiry may be
ordered. But the judge’s discretion in

ordering the issue of a commission is to -

be exercised upon a sworn statement of
what it is expected the witness can prove.
.Regina ». Verral, 16 P. R., 444.

*

IN Huish +. G. T. R. W, Co,, 16 P. R.,
448, a second trial of the action was
stayed pending an appeal to the Court: of
Appeal from the order directing such
trial, where the principal question upon
the appeal was as to the proper method
of trial, and the appellants bad been
diligent ia prosecuting the appeal, and
there was no suggestion of any possible
loss of testimony. Arnold ». Toronto
Railway Company, 16 P. R., 894, dis-
tinguished.

TaE Court of Appeal has pronounced
upon certain disputed points arising out
of specially endorsed writs in McVicar ».
McLaughblin, 16 P. R., 450. By sections
57 and 88 of the Bills of Exchange Act
the interest accruing due after the date
of maturity of 'd promissory note is
recoverable by statute as liquidated
damages, &c., to be caleulated at the rate
of six per cent. per annum in the absence
of a special cuntract for a different rate.
‘When in an action upon two promissory
notes, the plaintiff by the endorsement of
the writ of summonus claimed the principal
and a definite sum for interest without
gpecifying the rate or the dates from
which it was calculated, said sum being
Jess than interest at six per cent. from
the date of matu.ity it was held to bea
good special endorsement. Tondon &c.,
Bank v. Clancarty [1892], 1 Q. B., 689,
and Lawrence v. Willcocks 25., 636 fol-
lowed ; Ryley ». Master, 6., 674, and
Wilks ». Wood, <., 684 distinguished.
Held also that the indorsement being
regular, the defendant’s non-appearance
was equivalent to an admission that the
claim was correct, and that he was bound
to pay the whole demand, and a judgment
signed for default of appearance was,
therefore, regular. Rodway ». Lucas, 10
Ex., 667 followed.

*

A PERSON brought into an action as
defendant to a counterclaim delivered by
the original defendant cannot deliver a
counterclaim against such defendant.
Such a pleading not being authorized by
the Rules or the practice, was struck out
on summary application. Street . Gover,
2 Q. B. D, 498, followed; Green v.
Thornton, 9 Oce. N., 139, distinguisked.
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SHORT NOTES OF CURRENT CASES.

English Court of Appeal.
IN re James.
Lindley, L. J., Lopes, L. J., Kay, L. J.,
—May 30, — Will—Coustruction— Real
Estate—Trust for Sale—Power of Leas-
ing — Building ILease. — Appeal from
North J., in chambers. A testator
devised his real esfate to trustees upon
trust for his wife for life, and after her
decease upon trust to sell the same in
such manner, at such times, lor such
prices, and subject to such conditions,
whether special or not, as they should
think proper. And until sale he em-
powered his trustees to let the same
either on lease or otherwise as they
should deem expedient, and upon such
terms and conditions as they might
consider most adcisable. And the
testator directed that the proceeds of
sele should form part of his residaary
personal estate. Part of the testator’s
real estate consisted of certain old free-
hold houses in Austinfriars, in the City
of London It appeared that this estate
could be mest advantageously realized by
first puttiag up the property to auction
on the terms of granting 2 building lease
to the highest bidder, and by subse-
quently selling the Iand and the Luildings
to be erected thereon, subject to the
proposed building lease when granted.
Accordingly, on the death of the
testator’s widew, the resiluary legatees
took out an originating summons, asking
that the trostees might be at liberty to
carry out this proposal. North, J.,
refused the application. The residuary
legatees appealed.  Their Lordships
allowed the appeal. -~ They held_ that
the terms of the power of leasing were
wide evough to include a building leass;
and, subject to the production of an
affidavit showing that the ground-rent to
be derived from the building lease would
not be less than the net rents of the
property in its existing condition, they
considered that the carrying out of the
proposed scheme would be a proper
exercise of the power.
»

BeTor¥aNN v Betjemann.—Lindley,
1. J., Lopes, L. J., Rigby, L.J.,—Tune
14. — Partnership — Accounts — Statute

of Limitations — Partners — Concerléd

James ». Gregory.— >Fraud —- Reasonable Diligence in Dis-

covery of Fraud.—Appeal from Wright,

J. In the year 1856, a father and two

sons, J. and G., commenced business in

partnership as dressing-bag manafactur-

ers. There were no articles of partner-

ship. In 1870 J. marred, and the

partnership was continued under some

new verbal arrangoment. In 1886 the
father died, and the sons continued to-
carcy on the business under the same
style until the death of J., in 1893.

During the whole of this period there
was never any settled account betiween

the partners. J.'s widow and executrix °
claimed an account of the partnership;
dealings between J. and G from 1886 to
1893. G. claimed that the account
should be taken from 1870. J.s widow
set up the Statute of Limitations. G-
proved that hetween 1870 and 1886 J.
had misappropriated the funds of the
partnership under circumstances amount-
ing to concealed fraud. Wright, J.,
dismissed G.’s claim, on the ground that
the non-discovery of his brother’s fraad
vas due w0 G.’s want of diligence in
notin investigating the partnership books.
G. appealed. Their Lordships allowed
the appeal. They held (1) that the
Statute of Limitations had no application
as between the brothers, the continuing
parteers; (2) that even assuming the
statute applied as between existing
parlners, it was ousted by the doctrine of
concealed fraud. The fact thas the
fraud might have been discovered if the
partnership books had been investigated
was not an answer to the application of
the doctrine in a case of this kind, unless
the complaining partner wilfully shut
his eyes ang did not choose to avail him-
self of the means of knowledge at hand
(Rawlins v. Wickham, 28 Law J. Rep.
Chane. 188; 3 De G. & J. 304). The
limitation contained in 3 & 4 Wm. IV. c.
27, s. 26, was confined to actions of
ejectment. The account ought, therefore,
to be taken from 1870, or if either party
insisted, from 1856. [Dictum of Lord
Field in Gibbs . Gould, 51 LawJ. Rep.
Q. B. 232; L. R. § Q B. Div. 303,
doubted].
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ONTARIO HIGH COURT. !

C. P. DIVISION.

Ree. v. H. C. Howard.—Judgment in
Crown case resceved by Strees J., be-
fore whom the defendant was tried by
a jury at Welland on the 30th October,
1894, upon an indictment charging that
he did on the 7th July, 1893, and on
other days before and afterwaxds, at the
village of Fort Erfe, in the County of
Welland, unlawfully keep a disorderly
house, that is to say, a common betting-
house, contrary to the statute, etc. The
jury found the prisoner guilty. The
question reserved was whether there was
evidence to go to the jury of the com-
mitting by the defeadant of the offences
charged in the indictment. The evidence
showed that the defendant kept at Fort
Erie, a “pool-room” for the purpose of
placing money on horses run at Monmouth
park, New Jersey. The defendant
cali the place a commission office, and
when oney was placed by a customer,
g--7e a receipt headed “ No betting done
or permitted here, money to bas sent on
cominission to racetrack at Monmouth
park and there placed on (naminz 2
horse), at track quotations, if such can
there be obtained. It is understood and
agreed that the uwndersigned (the
defendant and others) act in the premises
as common carriers only, for the
purpose of  tranaferring the money above
mentioned to the place designated.
Charge ten cents.” Sec. 197 of the Code
enacts that a common betting-house,
is a house, office, room, or other place—
(a) opened, kept, or used for the purpose
of betting between persons resorting
thoreto and the owner, ete; or (b)
opened, kept, or used for the =~ pose of
any money or valuable thing being
received by or on behalf of any such
person. as aforesaid, or as for the
consideration. (1) for any assurance or
undertaking to pay or give hereafter any
money or valuable thing on any event or
contingency of or relating to any horse-
race or other race, fight, game, or sport;
or (2) for securing the payment or giving
by some other person of any inoney or

valuable thing on any such event or
contingency.” ‘By sec. 189, “everyone
is guilty of an indictable offence and
linble to one year’s imprisonment who
keeps any discrderly house, that is to say,
any bawdy-house, common gambling-
house, or common betting-house, as here-
inbefore defined.” Judgment for the
Crown affirming the conviction, following
the decision of the Chancery Division in
Regina v. Giles. Osler, Q. C., for
defendant. J. R. Cartwright, Q. C, for
the Crown. June 30th, 1893.
*

StewART v. Weolman.—Judgment on
motion by defendant Ambler to set aside
findings of jury and judgment for
plaintiff for $342 and County Court
costs in action upon promissiory note,
and counter-claim for moneys collected
by plaintiff, tried before Falconbridge, J.,
and a jury at Barrie, and to dismiss
action or for a new trial. One of the
grounds of the motion was that one or
more of the jurorshad been tampered with,
affidavits of jurors and others were, filed
showing treating by the plaintiff himself,
his brother and his solicitor, and discus-
sion by them with the jurors. Held, a
good ground for a new trial. Order
made for a nmew trial, with cosis of
former trial and of this motion to
defendany Amblerin any event. Strathy,
Q.C., (Barrie) for plaintiff. June 30th,
1895.

*

ReG. v. Archibald Patterson.—Judg-
ment in Crown case reserved by Street,
J., before whom the defendant was
tried by a jury at Chatham, on the
9th April, 3395, upon an indictment
charging that the delendant on the
Sth Febuvary, 1894, at Chatham, un-
lawfully knowingly, and designedly
did falsely pretend to one Stevens that
there was then a large quantity of
beans to wit, 2,680 bushels, the prop-
erty of Stevens, in the warehouse of
deiendant, situated in his warehouse in
the village of Ridgetown, and that
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two carloads of beans that had beea sold
by defendant to Stevens were not the

property of Stevens, by means of which __

the deferdsnt did then unlawfully induce

Stevens to issne two bank cheques, ons

for $33 and one for $451.95, with intent

to defraud Stevens, whereas in truth and

in fact there was not the said quantity of

beans in the said warehouse, and the

said two carloads of beans or the most of

them were the property of the said

Stevens.” The defendant had been
brought before the Police Magistrate for
the town ~f Chatham, and committed by
him for wrial on the charge of stealing.

The indictment above set furth was not
preferred with the authority of the At-
torney-General or by his direction, or
with the written consent of a judge of
any cour or by the order of the court,

us required in certain cases by.sec. 641,
sub-sec. 2, of the Code. Before the;
defendant was given in charge of the
jury an application was made on his
behalf to guash the indictment on the
grou:d that it was not for the charge on
whick he had been committed, nor was
it authorized by ses. 641, sub-sec. 2 of
the Code. The motion to quash was
refused. At the trial, against the
objection of council, the indictment was
smended by strikiag out the words “a
large quantity of beans, to wit.” The
questions reserved were (1) Were there
facts or evidence disclosed on the
depositions taken before the Police
Magistrate upon which the indictment
could be preferred under sec. 641 of the
Code, and ought the accused to have
been put upon hiv &rial upon said
indictment, or ought the same to have
been quashed ¥ (2) Oaght the indictment
to have been umended and the trial
proceeded with after such amendment,

ander sec. 723 of the Code? Judgment
for the Crowa upon the questions

reserved and conviction affirmed. Clute,

Q.C, for defendant. J. R. Cartwright,

Q.C,, for the Crown. June 30th 1895.

L

Havss v. Barnbam.—Judgment on
motion by plaintiff to set aside non-
suit entered by Robertson, J., at the
Hamilton Winter Assizes, 1893, in an

THE BARRISTER. ~ ’

action for slander, and for a new

trial The alleged slander consisted of

statements that the plaintiff had stolen

letters, the defendant being a postoffice

inspector. The trial judge held that the

oceasions in which the words were spoken

were privileged, and that there was no

evidence of express malice. The courh
held that the occasions were privileged,

except one, on which a cominunication
was made to one Ryan, who bad no
interest, and thed there was evidence to
ge to the jury of express malice. Held,

also, that the provisions of our statute:
requiring notice of action to certain
public officers do not apply to words
spoken, but only to acts done. Order
made setting aside nonsuit and directing
a new trial with costs of former trial and
of this motion to defendants in any event.

Lynch-Staunton (Hamilion)for plaintiff.
Ritchie, Q.C.,, and F. E. Hodgins for
defendant.—June 30 1895,

*

McCurry v. Reid. Ferguson, J. Judg-
ment in action tried without a jury at
Toronto. Action byStipendiary Magistrate
at Parry Sound to recover$15,000 worth of
bonds, or $10,600 in cash, alleged to have
been promised to the plaintiff by the Je-
fendantfor services in promoting the Parry
Sound Railway. The defence was that the
alleged agretment was against pubiic
policy, plaintiff being President of the
road, and that there had been a novation
by which plaintiff had zgreed to accepi
ore J. R. Booth, the purchaser of tk=
road, as his debtor. Judgment for plain-
tiff against defendant Sor $10,600 with
costs of the action. W. (lassels, Q.C,
and C. E. Hewson {Barrie) for the plain-
tiff. McCarthy, Q.C.,and J.J. Maclaren,
Q.C,, for the defendant.—June 22, 1895.

*

Hzey¥bprik . Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo
R. W. Co.—Meredith, C.J. Judgment
upon motion by the plaintitfy to continue
an injunction restraining the defendaunts
from cutting away or breaking up Hunter
Street, in the City of Hamilton, or from
interfering with it in such a manner as
to interrapt the use of it as a highway,
affording access to the plaintiff’s premises,
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and injuriously affecting such premises,
being thae north half of the block of land
bounded by Charles, Hunter, Park and
Bold streets. Held, that Pearkdale v.
‘West, L.R. 12, App. Cas. 602, and Brown
2. Cansda Southern R. W. Co,, 14, A.R.
1, are conclusive as to the right of plain-
tiffs to compensation for the damage to
their property, which will be occasioned
by the permanent works in Hunter Straet
which the defendants, the railway com-
pany, intend to construct, and which their
contractor, the defendant Onderdonk,
was engaged in constructing at the time
the injunction was granted by the local
judge, and the sections of the Dominion
Railway Act, 1888, under the headings,
“Plans and Surveys,” and “Lands and
their Valuation,” apply as well tolandsin-
juriouslyaflected as to lands actually taken
for the purposes of thu railway. and the
cuthority of the Railway Committee
of the Privy Council for the execution
of the works is no znswer to a
complaint by a landowner that the
railway company are proceeding with
them without having taken the steps
necessary to entitle them to do so, and
the defendant company were therefore
zeting without lawful authority in inter-
ferring with Hunter Street to the injury
of the plzintiff’s property without ha-ing
paid or tendered the compensation te
which plaintiffs were entitled, unless they
bad procured the autherity to do so of a
warrant of a judge under section 163,
which they had not done. But, having
ragard to 133, the defendant’s works
should not be stopped if the defendant
company will give security for payment
of the compensation to which plaiutifis
may be found entitled, wo the exteut of
$6,000, and will andertake to proceed
forthwith under the Act to ascertain the
amount of the ccmpensation to be paid;
if the defendant company desire it, the
plaintiffs to undertake that the defendant
company’s doing so shall in no wise pre-
Jjudice their right to contest the plaintiffy’
Tight to compensation, and will consent to
tha costs of the references being, subject to
the provisions of the Railway Act, borne
by the plaintiffs, in the event of its being
docided that they are not entitled to
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compensation, unless at the trial of the
action a different brder shall be made by
the court as to them. If the defendunt
company declines to give the security and
undertaking, the injunction will be con-
tinued ‘until trinl. If the company is
willing to zive 'vhe security and under-
taking, and the plaintiffs refuse to give
the uudertaking and consent on their
part, the motion to continue the injunc-
tion will be refused. In case the parties
differ as to the security, it will be settled
by the local Master at Hamilton, and
until tisz undertaking and security arr
given by the defendint company the
injuncticn will be continued. Theo plaia-
tiffs are on or before next Tuesday to
signify their assert to the terms imposed,
in default of which their motion will be
dismissed. Costs in the cause. Bruce,
Q.C,, for plaintifis. Osler, Q.C, and
Curscallen, Q.C., for defendant company.
D.W. Saunders for defendant: Onderdonk.
—~June 28, 1895.
*

WarsoN v, Macrae.—MacMahon J.
Judgment in action to wind up partner-
ship, heard upon motion for judsment on
the pleadings. Held, that under the
agreement between the plaintiff and de-
fendants, the other co-operators, parties
thereto, a partnership was constituted,
notwithstanding that by such agree-
ment it was declared that nothing therein
should constitute s partnership between
the co-operators, and that a case for a dis-
solution was made out. Judgment de-
claring accordingly. Reference directed
to take the partnership accounts, and to
inquire of what the credits, property and
effects of the partnership consist, and to
report specially what, if any, property or
credits of the partnership are in the
hands of the Stereotype Plate Co., or of
any person or persons on their bebalf,
and the nature and value of the same,
and the circumstances and authority
under which possession thereof was taken.
The defendants, the Stereotype Plate Co.,
or any person or persons on their behalf,
to whose bands any of the credite or
effects of the co-partners, may have come,
sre to keap an account of the same or of
any moneys received on account thereof
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until any motion-on further directions
and costs is disposed of. Further direc-
tions reserved until after the Master’s

ors.
Mpacme for defendant company and direc
tors. J. D. Montgomery for ‘defendant
Huddlestone and other co-operators.—
June 24, 1895. .o

Bradford for plaiatiff. H. H. >
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Vacariox Jourt and Chambers.—Dur-
ing long vacation court snd chunbérs
will be held every Wednesduy for motiohs
of an urgent character. Meredith, C.J.,
and Rose, J, will be the vacation
Judges.

MODERN Y{RADE MONOPOLIES.

‘WaEN, through sbarp compestitivn,
prices approach the cost of production,
those engaged in manufacture iooked
toward some agreement or arrangement
whereby the supply, and, consequently,
the price, might be controlled. The first
form of the *trust” was, therefore, an
agreement or contract between a number
of corporations, firms, or individuals !
whereby the supply could be limited.
Oftentimes a governing committee or.
board was formed with power to deo-
termine what manufacture should take
place, and with power to impose fines and
enforce forfeitures for infraction of the
articles of agreement. The parties were
thus vound together by slight ties, and
usually consulted their individual interests
in determnining whether or not to abide
by the terms of agreement. When the
contracts were brought before the courts
for enforcement, the courts refused to
grant relief, holding the contracts void as
in restraint of trade and contrary to pub-
¢ policy.

In 1870 a number of coal companies in
Peansylvania entered into an agresment
whereby 21l sules should be made through
a committee and a generst agent, the com-
mittee having power to fix prices and to
determine the quantity of coal to be sup-
plied by each of the parties to the con-
tract. In an attempt to enforce the con-
tract against one of the parties, the court
held thatv the combination was illegal and
void, and refused to enforce the contract.
Morris Run Coal Co. v. Barclay Coal Co.,.
68 Pa. St., 173. .

Other cases in which this question has
arisenare: Vulcar Powder Co. v. Hercules
Powder Co., 86 Cal,, 510; Same v. Cal.

Powder Co., 31 Pao. Rep,, 583; Nester v.
Continental Bwg. Co.,, 2 Pa. Dist. Ct.
Rep., 177; Judd v. Harrington, 19
N.Y. Supp., 406 ; Moore v. Bennett, 140
111, 69 ; Kolff v, St. Paul Fuel Exchange,
48 Minn., 215; Hilton v. Eckersley, 6
El & Bl, 47,

Such combinations which depended
upon an ephemeral contract which any
party might break and which no party
could enforce led to the formation of a
second kind of trust. One of the mem-
bers of the “trust” contracted to buy the
entire product of the several remaining
parties composing the “‘trust,” thus con-
trelling the supply and thereby the price
of the commodity. Such *trusts” haws
also been declared illegal as in restraint
of trade and contrary to public policy.
In New York, a coal company bought
coal from a number of formerly competing
companies upon their eontract not to sell
to any other party, the object being to
thus place it in the power of the purchas-
ing company to control the market. In
a suit against the purchasing company to
enforce payment of the purchase price
due one of the contracting companies, the
court refused to grant relief holding that
the coatract was illegal as in restraint of
trade and against public policy. Arnot
v Pittston Coal Co., 68 N.Y.. 558.

Other cases of like import ave : Central
Ohio Salt Co. v. Guthrie, 35 O. St., 666 ;
Richardson v. Buhl, 77 Mich., 632 ; People
v. North River Sugar Refining Co., 54
Hun., 354; Kolff v. St. Paul Fuel Ex-
change, 48 Minn,, 215,

‘When the contracting parties ave cor-
porations, the contract has been held
illegal for the additional reason that a
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corparation in whose' business the public
is interested hasno right to transfer all
its property to another corporation in the
absence of express legislative permission.
Pa. Ry. Co. v, St. Louis Ry. Cec., 118
U. S. 309; Fietsam v. Hay, 122 111, 293;
Chicago Light Co. v. People’s Light Co.,,
121 1lI, 530; State v. Neb. Distilling
Co., 29 Neb. 700; Small v. Minneapolis
Co., 45 Minn., 264 ; People v. Am. Sugar
Ref, Co., 7 Ry. & Corp. L. J., 83.

The “trust” ip. the two forms of mutu-
ally contracting parties, and of a single
party contracting with the remaining par-
ties of the combination having thus proven
inadequate to bind the parties together, it
was sought to effuct a 'more stable union
by dispensing with contracts entirely and
forming a trust by placing the properties
in the hands of trustees who as holders of
the legal titles might manage the property
in accordance with a prearranged under-
standing. The most notable instance of
this form of *“‘trust” was that effected be-
tween the sugar refizeries and known as
the ‘“‘sugar trust” According to the
articles of agreemen* a board of eieven
individuals was formed and to this board
the entire stock of each of the corpora-
tions entering into the combination was
assigned ; such companies as were not
already incorporated having become incor-
porated for the purpose of entering the
“trust.” In exchange for the stock certi-
ficates, trust certificates were issued by
the board, the trust certificates possessing
the characteristics of stock certificates,
and enabling the holders to draw thereon
their quota of the dividends declared by
the board upon the combined earnings of
the companies constituting the trust.

The objects of the agreement were de-
fined to be:

1. To promote economy of administra-
tion and to reduce the cost of refining,
thus enabling the price of sugar to be kept
as low as is consistent with a reasonable
profit. -

2, 'fo give to each refinery the benefit
of all appliances and processes known or
used by the others, and useful to iraprove
the quality and diminish the cost of re-
fined sugar. )

3. To furnish protection against unlaw-
ful combinations of labor.

4. To protect against inducements to
lower the standard,of refined sugars.

5. Generally to promote the interests of
the parties hercto in all lawful and suit-
able ways.

An action was brought in the Stato of
New York againgt one of the contracting
parties, the North River Sugar Refining
Company, for the forfeiture of its coarter.
The combination was attacked on the
ground that the contract was a contract

: between the several corporations effecting
the formation of a partnership and that a
corporation has no power to enter into a
partnership, since, by the partnership
agreement, one of the parties has power
to bind the remaining parties by his acts,
and such a power granted by a corpora-
tion to auother would be eqaivalent to
removing the power of control of the cor-
poration fron: the hands of the board of
directors and the officers of the corpora-
tion, and placing the power in outside
parties. It was contended that the con-
tract was not an. agreement between the
corporations as such, but that it was an
agreement between the individual stock-
holders, as individuals, and, consequently,
that the agreement was not a partnership
between corporations, since the corpora-
tions, as such, were not concerned, their
officers and directors not having sanc-
tioned the contract. It was further
argued that the transfer of the stock to
the trustees was an absolute sale of stock,
and that no trust was thereby created,
the stockholders receiving full consider-
ation for their stock in the trust certifi-
cates for which the stock was exchauged.
The court held, however, that the trans-
action was not an absolute sale of the

stock ; but that a trust was created, the .

stockholders retzining the beneficial
interest, and the trust certificates being
nothing more than evidence of title. It
was further held that by the deed, the
corporations themselves had entered into
a partnership, vesting the partnership
power in the board, and that the vital
characteristics of the corporations were
thereby, of necessity, drowned in the
paramount authorivy of the partnership,
the court saying:

“It is quite clear that the effect of the
defendant’s action was to divest itself of

Lo
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_ the essential and vital elements of its

franchise by placing them in trust; to
accept from the State tho gift of corporate
life, only to disregard the conditions upon
which it was given ; to receive its powers
and privileges merely to put them in
pawn; and to give away to an irrespon-
sible board its entire independencs .and
self-conduct. It has helped to create an
anomalous trust which is, in substance
and effect, & partnership.” People v.

by naming this as one of the objects of
incorporation. The court further held
that the combination was illegal, as ¢« All
~grants and contracts creating monopolies
and acts tending to prevent proper com-
petition are by the common law illegal
and void.” People v. Chicago Gas Trust
Co., 130 Ili., 268. - v,
In order to effect a valid combination’
through the agency of a stock-purchasing
corporation, the power must, therefore, be

North River Sugar Refining Co., 121 expressly conferred by the legislature, and

N.Y,, 582. ¢

Other cases in which this point was
decided are: Mallory v. Hanaur Oil
Works, 88 Tenn., 598; American Pre-
servers’s Trust v. Taylor Mfg Co., 46
F. R., 152; State v. Standard Oil Co.,
490 St., 137,

As the transferral of stock to trustees
did not prevail to elude the sharp eye of
the law, it was next proposed to bind
together the interests of the several con-
tracting corporations by the formation of
a corporation, whose express function it
should be to get control of the contrecting
corporations by purchasing and holding
the majority of the stock of the same. In
accordance with this plan, the Chicago
Gas Trust Co. was incorporated in the
State of Tllinois for the purpose of con-
trolling the supply of gas in the city and
vicinity of Chicago. In the articles of in-
corporation the business of the company
was specified as “the erection and opera-
tion of gas works, etc.,”and “to purchase
and hold orsell the capital stock” of simi-
lar companies. An action was brought to
forfeit the cha cer of the company on the
ground that it was unlawful for a corpo-
ration to hold stock in other corporations,
this being a power that could only be
obtained by special legislative grant. The
company contended that inasmuch as “to
purchase and hold or sell the capital
stock” of gas companies was specified as
one of the objects of the company in the
articles of corporation, it had that right ;
but the court held that the law and not
the statement of the licénse or certificate
must determine what powers can be
exercised; and that a corporation cannot
clothe itself with power to purchase and
hold stock in similar corporations merely

as it is quite impossible to secure such a
grant, the trust is forced to look to other
methods.

But the corporation has power for “the
erection and operation of gas works, ete,,”
and it may be proposed to purchase the

- plants of competing corporations, the

competing corporations surrendering their
charters and going out of business; but
the Jaw steps in to prevent such & trans-

! action where the sale results in creating a

monopoly in an article of necessity, on the
ground above stated, that a corporation
in whose business the public is interested
has noright to transfer all its property to'
another corporation in the absence of ex-
press legislation to that effect.

There is but one thing left for the
parties seeking to form a combination in
the manufacture of a necessity of life, to
do, and that is, to begin at the beginning
again, and effect some agreement or con-
tract between the several competing cor-
porations, either by a division of tertitory,
as for instance the Chicago Gas Com-
panies, or by electing as directors and
officers of the several corporations indi-
viduals who will co-act in carrying on the
affairs of the several corporations without
friction ; or in some other manner effect
an understanding between the parties
which will not carry them into the courts.
But the 'Attorney-Genoral may at any
time bring an action against any of the
corporations and throw upon them the
burden of showing that no combination
exists. '

Thus the “trust” finds itself in the same
position in which it began its struggle for
existence, and the circle of trust machina-
tions is rounded and completed.—W. C.
JonEs, in Nat. Corp. Rep. .




SIR JAMES FITSJAMES
STEPHEN A4S A JUDGE,

It was expected of him that he shoid
ke a great judge. Taking the whole of
kis judicial service together, the later
yéars when his mental powers were
affected by overwork and illness as well
as those of unclouded strength, he was
not even a good judge, at least in civil
causes. In these he was but little interest-
ed. He had npever had, as his biographer
saspects, that constant practice of every-
day business by which alone he could
have ‘acquired the practical instinct
which qualifies a man for, the ordinary
work of the Law Courts, although he
appeats to have had between his call in
1854 and the time when he took silk in
1864 u good deai of business on circuib
and at sessions, and both then and after
hisre. - from India tohave beenoccasion-
ally employed in a big case. * The steady
gale never blew.”  Blackstone declares
that not less than twenty years’ constant
work at the Bar will qualify an advocate
for judicial service, and in Stephen’s case
the twenty-five years of intermittent
employment, interrupted by many other
absorbing occupations, were not suflicient
to give him the easy and confident
touch ~lich enables an experienced
barrister of no extraordinary ability to
discharge judicial functions with regular
and competent success. His confident
habit of mind, too, and even his strongly-
held qpinion that the State ought to act
as guardian and teacher of morality, to
be “the organ of the moral indignation of
mankind,” as he said, were probably
hindrances rather than aids to him when

he came to sit as a judge. He had
grown accustomed, i his abundant

journalistic labors, to express his opinions
dogmatically and as forcibly as possible,
to choose rather than avoid the manner
of expressionn least agreeable to his
opponents, and often to speak with
contempt of opponents with whose
arguments he did not agree; and when
he found himself in the position of
authority he could not always restrain
the inclinations fostered by his old
habits, and not infrequently he met what
he deemed to be undue persistency by a
manner which was certainly overbearing.
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He was too much like a schoolmaster on
the Bench, and ;the fault was more
unfortunate because, from the causes
suggested above, his knowledge, if upon
some subjects, and especially criminal
law, extensive and perhaps unparalleled,
was deficient upon some other matters
falling within the competency of even
an undistinguished junior. He could
not always control the indignation which
his theory of criminal jurisprudence
directed him to express in sentencing a
criminal until the verdict had been given,
and the complaint of his conduct in the
unfortunate Maybrick Case, made, not
by reckless and ignorant scribblers in the
Press, but by persons who were aware of
the facts and entitled to form an opinion
upon them, was thot he dwelt so much
on the offence of adultery,-which was
not in question, as possibly to over-
influence the jury in regard to she crime
of murder, which was. A judge must
add to clearness of thought and power of
mind quickness of apprehension and a
moderate fluency of expression, if he is to
deliver lucid and satisfactory judgments
impromptu. He cannot wait, as a
writer may, for the most appropriate or
the most forcible word, and these
qualifications Mr. Justice Stephen
poossessed in small degree.—Law Journal
(Eng). ' .
THE AMERICAN EAGLE
NOT DEAD.

ANy person who reads the conclusion
of the briefs of the counsel in the case of
Dunn v. The People, filed at the May
term of the Supreme Court of Mount
Vernon will, beyond all doubt, come to
the conclusion that the American eagle
still lives, screams loud and soars high.
The brief of plaintiff in error concludes
as follows : “If this court can say that,
when all the evidence is considered, they
have no reasonable doubt of defendant’s
guilt, then we should hereafter change
the key of the vuice of the .American
eagle on Fourth of July occasions, when
talking of Iiberty in vhis great State of
Illinois. If such outrages as this go,
then we suggest that the Declaration of
Independence and the Constitution of
our State and the ten commandments be

33
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amended ; that defendents, when charged
with crime, be prohibited from testifying
in their own behalf, and that when an
indictment, good or bad, is presented by
a grand jury, send the indicted man at
once to the penitentiary. When we
think of the evidence upon which these
defendants were convicted by a jury, we
do not much wonder that the Lord ovnce
decided to drown the whole ley-out of
humanity, like a litter of blind puppies.
Deprived of their liberties as these men
have been, the consoling thought remains,
however, that the Supreme Court ‘has an
opportunity to pass upon this record,
review the glaring errots of the trial
court, and to set aside the verdict of the
Jjury and give to these men what the
Constitution and the law guarantees to
every citizen—a fair trial.”

Hon. M. L. Newell, assistant attorney-
general, who represented the people
before the court, and who is quite skilled
in handling the bird of freedom, ecut
and slashed into the defence made for the
prisoner by hLis counsel and tore it to
pieces as easily as an American eagle
would & chicken. He said:

In conclusion, I desire to submit to
court that there is not, so_far 28I can de-
termine, anything ia this record which
demands thav * we should hereafter
change the key of the voice of the
American eagle” If your honors will
read the record carefully, I feel warranted
in saying that in no part of it will you
find any reference to the American
eagle. The nearest approach to it is the
fact that certain meat was stolen, but
there is no claim anywhere that it was
the meat of an eagle.

Neither, I submit, if yoar honors
please, is there anything either in the
record, abstract or brief of counsel which
seems to demand an amendment to the
Declaration of Independence, the
Federal or State Constitutions, or the

- ten commandments. And if there is any

such demand, the junior counsel in this
case has been (as your honors can take
judicial notice) & member of the Illinois
legislature, and he must know that is the
body to which counsel must apply for
such amendments. :

{
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Counsel - for * plaintiffs express no
surprise ap the deluge, and by a method
of reasoning as unique as it is euphonious
with modern sporting terms, -they
indirectly urge that there is danger of
another flood if there is not a reversal of -
the judgment. Of couwrse, counsel for
plaintiffs had no intention of scaring the
court by preseuting the terrible alter-
native of a reversal or a second deluge,
Because they have no doubt been told in
their childhood that the “bow of promise ”
was a solemn pledge that never again
should there be a flood; and, judging
the counsel by their argument, we have
more confidence in Holy Writ than in
their fifteen page brief.—ZLegal News
(Chicago). .

ORATORS AND ORATORY.

Few of our greater orators have had
good verbal memory. Mr. Depew com-
plains that it.is the most embarrassing of
his intellectual weaknesses,with 2 memory
which is marvelous for events, and which
carries in great detail things which have
happened yearsago. Nevertheless Depew
finds it very severe, sometimes an almost
impossible intellectual task, to commit
even brief passages to memory. Con-
kling’s verbal memory was not, at least
at all times, to e depended ixpon, although
some of his speeches he committed upon
three or four readings of them. William H.
Seward had a marvelous memory; having
written a speech it was firmly fixed in his
mind after one reading and that capacity
President Cleveland also possesses.

The perfect preparation of a speech
was, in Wendell Phillip’s view, that one
in which the mental operations were
assisted in no way by outside aid. Only
two or three times in his life did he pre-
pare with pen and paper an address, and
he always felt that these two or three
speeches were the poorest of his- efforts.
He was constantly studying the art of
oratory. In his daily work or in his
reading, metaphors and similes were sug-
gested, which he tucked away in his
memory, and he even studied action as he
watched the muscular movement of men
whom he saw in public places. >
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Heé believed that a perfect speech could
be prepared only after intense mental
concentration, Of course the mind must
first be fortified by such reading as pro-
vided facts. Having thus satursted his
mird with information, he would fre-
quently lie extended for heurs upon his
sofa. with his eyes closed, making mental
arrangement of the address. In fact, he
used to write his speeches mentally, as
Victor Hugo is said to have written some
of his poems, and as Macaulay is known
to have prepared all his public addresses,
—every phrase and sentence was as care-
fully committed as if it hod been written
out. A speeclt thus prepared Phillips
thought was always at command of the
speaker. It might vary upon every de-
livery in phraseology. It might be longer
at one time than another, but it would
always be practically che same speech.

“RIDING THE CIRCUIZ.”

Tre Lord Chief Justice has been
combining pleasure with business on
the South-Eastern Circuit by riding
from one assize town to aaother on
horseback. There was a time, of
-course, when horse-riding was the
-only means of travelling the circuit—
when men spoke of “riding the cir-
«cuit” instead of “going the circuit.”
The late Serjeant Pulling refers in
“The Orderof the Coif ” to an address
delivered by Chief Justice Dyer to a
number of new serjeants in 1579, in
which he advised them “ to be discreet,
to ride with six horses and their
sumpter on long journeys, to wear
their habit most commonly in all
places of good assemblies, and to ride
in a short gowne” The custom. of
“riding the ecircuit” gradually fell
into desuetude as the number of
-coaches was increased. It was far
from uncommon, however, in the days
-of Sir John Byles. This distinguished
Jawyer was accustomed not only to
ride the eircuit, but also to arrive ab
"Westminster Hall on horseback ; and

the name of “Bills” was bestowed
upon the horse, so that members of
the Bar might speak of “Byles on
Bills,” and indicate the close relation-
ship that existed between the judge
and his steed. Up to the reign of
Charles II. the judges rode in proces-
sion to Westminster Hall on the open-
ing day of each term, and oftentimes
the cavalcade was imposing, the judges
and advoosates being accompanied by
a retinue of men in livery. “In iy
way thither,” wrote Mr. Pepys in his
diary, “I met the Lord Chancellor
with the judges riding on horseback,
it being the first day of the term.”
Such a-procession might probably be
a formidable business to most of the
present occupants of the Bench, but it
is likely they would prefer the restora-
tion of this mode of proceeding to the
hall of justice to the method that pre-
ceeded it. Until midway in the six-
teenth century the judges were
mounted on mules, after the fashion
of bishops and abbots. .“ohn Whiddon,
‘a judge of the Common Pleas in 1553,
is said by Dugdale to have been the
first judge to appear in the procession
oun “horse or gelding.” When judges
rode to the courts on horseback the
pageantrv of the law was rather
more suustantial than it is in our own
time, when the judges ride to the
Royal Courts of Justice on the open-
ing day of the Michaelmas Sittings in
broughams and landaus, and when it
is customary for them to enter an

assize town by the railway, and to .

be driven from the station to their
lodgings amid the mere relics of

sncient pomp. It is recorded that .

when Lord Bacon first rode to West-
minster Hall he was arrayed in a
gown of purple satin, and was pre-
ceeded by a large body of clerks and
inferior officers of Chancery, students
of the law and serjeants, and followed
by a’'long array of nobles, privy
councillors and judges. The last
occasion on which there was a pro-
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-cession of judges on horseback was

when the Earl of Shaftsbury, who
held the Great Seal for a short time
in the reign of Charles IL, paid his
first visit to Westminster Hall in state,
The custom had disappeared for some
considerable time, but he had “an
early fancy, or rather freak, the Sust
day of the term to make this prouves-
sion on horseback, as in old time i1he
way was when coaches were not so
rife.” So writes Roger North, who,
after describing the large number of
people who assembled to witness the
cavalcade, adds: “ Being once settled
to the march, it moved, as the design

was, statelily alon., but when they.

came to straights and interruptions,
for want of gravity in the beasts, or
t0o much in the riders, there happened
some curvetting which made nc little
disorder. Judge Twisden, to his great
affright, and the consternation of his
grave brethren, was laid along in the
dirt, but all at length arrived safe,
without loss of life or limb in the
service. This accident was enough to
divert the like frolic for the future,
and the very next term they fell to
their coaches as before.” Some,of the
present occupants of the Bench occa-
sionally arrive at the Royal Courts of
Justice on horseback, but no aceidents
have been known to disturb their
journeys. Other judges were less
fortunate. Lord Campbell was once
thrown from his steed while returning
from the Guildhall, and Sir Cresswell
Cresswell was killed by a fall frein
his horse; but the fatal accirient
occurred in Hyde Park, and not in
‘connection with his duties as judge.—

" Law Journal (Eng.)
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~COMMON LAW TRADE MARKS.
Two cases dealing with what Mr.
Fulton in his Practical Treatise on

Patents, Trade Marks and Designs

(Jordan & Co., 1894y, calls “ Uommon
Law Trade Marks,” though he attri-
butes the origin of the expression to
Lovd Justice Lindley, are those of
Reddaway v. Banham and Reddaway
v. Bentham Spinning Company. The
former is the most recent case, and
‘there the question was as to the right
of the defendant to use the term
“camel-hair ” as descriptive of certain
belting which he manufactured. The
Court of Appesl held that the defen-
dant had such a right. A man might

! call the goods he was selling by the

name by which any one wanting the
goods would, in ordinary course, call
them in any market in which he
wanted to buy or sell them, aithough,
in so doing, he called .them by the
name by which the person who com-
plained had called his goods in a
merket, until, in that market, the
name alone was taken to mean his
goods alone. The goods manufactured
by the person who offends, however,
must be correctly described, eg. as of
“ camel-hair,” as was the ecase here,
and if that is a correct description, an
injunction to restrain the use of the
term “camel-hair” will not issue. On
the other hand, if, as in the case of
Reddaway v. The Beatham Spinning
Company, the belting is not made,
even principally, of camel’s hair, then
to describe it as camel-hair belting is
notb an accurate description, but simply
a fancy name—ZLaw Mugazine and
Review London.
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AUTGMN ASSIZES. %
: ] - R
DATE. . DATE. iy
TowN. Jury.) JubpeGe, (Non-Jury.) JUDGES. M
* Barrie . .. .|Meredith, J....... Sept. 24.........|Raose, J.
Belleville .. . . |Armour, C.J Oct. 22.. . jMeredith, C.J.
Beilin . .|Robertson, J...... Oct. 22 . .|Robertson J,
Bram ton .[Robertson, J...... . ..;1Robertson, J:
Rrantford . |Rose, J..... . ..ll‘exguson,
Brockville.. ... .... ....|/Armour, C. J e .. Cha.ncellor,
CayuZa e eeennrannnnn -.|MacMahon, J .5 . .. . |MacMahon, J.
Chatham . ........ MacMahon, J..... Sept. 11 Meredith, J.
Cobour R Ferguson, J....:..[0ct. 20........ Robertson, J.
Cornwall oo ....{Armour, C.J.. ...|Sept. 10....... VMeredith, C.J.
Goderich .... ... .... S «Rose, J ...c.cee. ... INOV. 12.... .. Street, J.
Guelph .............. Oct. Meredith, J....... Nov.12....... Falconbridge,J.
Hamilton.... . ....|Oct.8..... . Mexedlth, CJ..... Nov.12...... Rose, J.
Kingston.,........... Oct. 29........ Meredith, C.J. ... {Sept. 24....... Street, J.
Lindsay ......... Oct. 1. .. .... Mexedlth CJ..... Nov. 19.......[Meredith, J.
. Loundon .. .... ceeolOct. 1. Ll Ll Mac\!ahon, J.ooo.Nov. 5 ... ....|Meredith, J.
L’Orignal.............{Sept. 9 ... ....[MacMahon, J..... Sept. 9... .......JMacMahon, J.
hy £ 1) S, Sept. 10. .... Robertson, J ... {[Sept. 10.. . ..|Robertson, J.
Napanee. civewsoNov. 5.... ... [Meredith, C.J.....INov.5 .... .. [Meredith, C.J.
Omngewlle N S5 T S Robertson, J..... Sept. 24........|Robeitson, J.
Ottawa .... ........ .|Sept. 12... ..IMacMahon,J..... Oct. 15........|Rnse, J.
Owen Sound. ....... Sept. 10......./Ferguson, J. ... .|Oct.8......... Chancellor.
Pembroke ........... Oct. 1......... Falconbridge, J. {Oct. 1 ..... .. Falconbridge,J.
Perth . ......... ... Oct. 8......... Falconbridge. J...|Oct. 8......... Falconbridge,J.
Pt.terborougb ceen.|Sept. 2% ... Chauncellor. .... Oct., 22........ MacMahon, J.
Picton . veveveNOV. 5 oe... Rose, J.. ceeenaee|Nov. b .........|RoSE, J.
Port Arthur... ...... Dec.9......... \Ieredlth F. Dec. 9. .. .... .lMeredith, J.
Rat Portage.. .. ....|Dec.4...... ... IMeredith, J.......... Dec. 4......... Meredith, J.
Sandwich ... . ...... Sept. 17...... Falconbridge, J...[0ct.22........ Ferguson, J.
Sarnia eee i, Sept. 24....... Meredith, J...... Oct. 22........ Chancellor.
Sault St. Marie...... Dec. 14 ....... Meredith, J ..... [Dec. M4........ Meredith, J.
Simecoe . oo Nov. 5. aenes »{Chancellor....... Oct. 8......c0. Street, J.
St. Catharines......... -.|Sept. 10.......IChancellor .... ....|Oct, 20........ Falconbridge,J.
Stratford.. . .......j0Oct.1l......... Street, J.......... Nov. 19....... Ferguson, .
St. Thomas............I1Sept. 3........ Armour, C.J...... Oct. 15........ Street, J.
Toronto .... 1st week]Oct. 15........ Mevedith, J ....... Sept. 17.......... Mer edlth J.
do ....2nd do |{Oct.21........ Falconbridge, J....|Sept. 23........|Meredith, C.J.
do ....8rd do [Oct. 28.... ....i1Rose, J...... ... .. Sept. 30 ...{Robertson, J.
do ....4th do |Nov.+ ... ....[Robertson,iJ...... .|Oct. 7..... . .|Rose, J.
do ....5th do |Nov.1l. ..... MacMahon. J..... Oct. 14.........|Falconbridge,J.
do ....6th do {Nov.18....... Chanceller........J0ct. 21 .........[Street, J.
do ....7th do [Nov.25....... Ferguson, J ... . |Oct. 28.... .... |MacMahon, J.
do ....8th do |Dec.2......... Armoar, C.J.......JNov. 4 ........ Armour, C J.
do . ..9th do [Dec.9......... Street B Nov. 11 ....... Ferguson, J.
do ...10th do |... c.ecieiiii iiiimaiii i Nov. 18..... .{MacMahon, J.
Walkerton ........... Oct. 8......... Robextson, J.. ... ISept. 17....... Ax mour, C.J,
Welland...............10ct. 20........ Ferguson, J. ... ..{0ct. 29........ Terguson, J.
Whitby . . ..ot Nov. 12....... Robertson, J...... QOct. 10........ Sereet, J.
Woodsbock ...... Sept. 24. .... ..[Falconbridge; J....[Oct. 15....... . Armour, C. .T .
TORONTO CRIMINAL,
1st week ....... Ferguson, J....... Nov, 5. |4th week....... Chancellor ... +..Nov. 25,
2nd week...... Armour, C.J.......Nov, 11. | 5th week....... Falconbmdge, J .Dec. 2.

31;(1 week....... Robertson, J ........ Nov. 18. | 6th week.......Rose, J.... ..Dec. 9.
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BRIEFS FROM EXCHANGES.

Caught.,
—— . \
‘With stesithy tread he enters now
His domicile, belated. .
'Tis all in vain. The man is caught
By the breath himself had baited.

'

The Judges at St. Paul’s.

Some of Her Majesty’s judges will,

- nccording to custom, attend at St. Paul’s

Cathedral in state on Sunday afternoon
next. it being the first Sunday in the
Trinity Sittings, when they will bhe re-
ceived by the Lord Mayor and Sherifts
attired in their robes of office. The
following judges are expected to attend :
The Lord Chancellor, Sir Francis Jeune,

" Lord Justice Rigby, and Justices Keke-

wich and Bruce.—ZLaw Jowr. (Eng.)

Why Eli Perkins Left the Law and
Became a Journalist.

1 studied law once in the Washington+
Taw School. In fact, I was admitted to
the bar. I shall never forget: my first
case, neither willmy client. I was called
upon to defend a young man for passing
counterfeit money. I knew the young

man was innocent, because I lent him -

the money that caused him to be arrested.
Well, there was a hard feeling against
the young man in the county, and T
pleaded for a change of venue. I madea

- great plea for it. I can remember, even

now, how fine it was. It was filled with
choice rhetoric and passionate oratory.
I quoted XKent and Blackstone and
Litticwn, and cited precedent after pre-
cedent from the Digest and State Re-

_ports. I wound up with a tremendous

argument, amid applause of all the
younger members of the bar. Then,
sanguine of success, I stood and waited
the judge's decision. It soon came. The
judge looked me full in the face and
said : “ Your argument is good, Mr. Per-
kins, very good, and I've been deeply

interested in it, and when a case comes
up that your argument fits, I shall give
your remarks all the consideration t%m.b
they merit.  Sit down.”

This is why I gave up law and resorted
to lecturing and writing for the netivs-
papers. :

L}

The Judge Accommodated Him.

A lawyer in Australia was defending a
young man whose record was malodorous.
Ignoring the record, however, the lawyer
proceeded to draw a harrowing picture of
twogray-haired parents in England looking
anxiously for the return of their prodigal-
son to spend the mnext Christmas with
them, and he asked: “Had they the
hearts to depiive the old couple of this
happiness?” The jury, however, being
heartless men, found the prisoner guilty.
Before passing sentence, the judge called
for the prisoner’s jail record, after examin-
ing which he blandly remurked that “the
prisoner had some five previous convictions
against him, but he was glad to say that
Mr. ——’s eloquent appeal would not
remain unanswerel, for he would commit
the prisoner to Maitland (New South
‘Wales) jail, where his aged parents at the
present moment were serving sentences
respectively, so that father, mother and
son would be able to spend the ensuing
Christmas season under one roof.”

According to a custom which has pre-
vailed for many years past, several of Her
Majesty’s judges dined together at the
Ship Hotel, Greenwich, on Saturday.
Some of the judges proceeded to Green-
wich by steamer. Among those present
were : Lord Justice Lindley, Lord Justice
Rigby, Sir Francis Jeune, Mr. Justice
Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice
Romer, Mr. Justice Matthew, Mr, Justice
Cave, Mr. Justice Grantham, Mr. Justice
Charles, Mr. Justice Kennedy, and Mr.

Justice Bruce —Law Journ. (Eng.)

g
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Joke on a Physician.

The late Dr. Yandell of Chicago was
fond of telling the following joke: A
ludy patient one morning greeted him
with the remark : “ Doctor, I had such
a singular dream about you last night,”
“Indeed. What was it?” ¢« Why, I
dreamed that I had died and went to
heaven. I knocked at the golden gate
and was answered by Peter, who asked
my name and address and told the record-
ing angel to bring his book. He had
considerable difficulty in finding my
nae and hesitated so long over the
eatry when he did find it that I was
terribly afraid something was wrong, but
he suddenly looked up and asked :

“‘What did you say your hame was?’
I told him again. *'Why,’ said he, ‘you
have no business here. = You're not due
these 10 o1 15 yerrg yet)

“¢Well, said I, ¢Dr. Yandell said—’
¢Oh, you are one of Yandell’s patients,
are you? That accounts for it. Come
right in! Come right in! That man’s
alwa.ys upseti.ug our calculatmns in some

way.’”

“My lord,” began a pompous young
_barrister, “it is written in the Book of
Nature——" ¢“On what page, sir, on
what page?” interrupted the Judve, with
pen in hand.

There will be two opinions as to the
advisability of judges taking notice of
criticism on the sentences which they,
with full knowledge of the facts of the
case and with a feeling of responsibility,
have thought necessar; to pass. The
critics forget that not the crime only, but
the cmnma,l hes to be considered in the
infliction. of .punishment. any criti-
cisms on sentences alleged to be unequal
and unfair are based upon newspaper
regorts, which are necessarily short and
incomplete. The judges are not inhuman,
nor are they inexperienced in the due

administration of the law, and they have
the advantage of seeing the parties
interested; and bearing every fact of the
case.—Law Journal (Eng.)

“If your honor please, T'd like to get
off the jury,” said a juryman to Judge
Ogkley, of New York, just as the trml
was about to commence.

« You can’t get off without a vood
excuse,” said the judge.

I have a good reason.”

«You must tell it or serve,” said the
judge.

‘¢ But, your honor, I don’t believe the
other jurors wonld care to have me
serve.”

“ Why not? out with it.”

“ We]l ?(hesitating)

“@o on.”

«I've got the itch.”

“Mr. Clerk,” was thé witty reply
“scratch that man out.”

It is needless to say that this was one
of the most mirth provoking scenes that
ever occurred in the court room.

What He Wanted,

‘When'the waiter brought in the guest’s
breakfast he set a cup of coffee down by
his plate, and the guest picked it up and
took a sip.

“Creamin it, sir?” inquired the waiter.

« No.”

« Sugart”

« No.”

" “Perhaps you'll have a spoon, sir?”

-smiled the waiter.

“No. I don’t want a spoon either,”
growled the guest.

The waiter was nonplussed.

“Won’t you ha\e anything in it?” he
urged.

“Yes heat. Take it back,” and the
waiter took it back.
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Severa} years ago, in the town of Green-
wood, lived an eccersric old -gentleman
_with an impediment in his spesch. He
was a witness in a lawsnit that his father,
then deceased, had left $1,009 to have
continued. The old man’s father was
noted for the many lawsuits he had been
through, and the opposing counsel asked
the witness: “How many lawsuits has
your father been in since he left this
world?” “N-n-not b-b-but one” said
Orcle Joe, “f-f-for he went all over
ZZh-heaven, but c-ccouldn’s find a
lawyer.” Even the lawyers smiled.

A new way of collecting old debts is

being introduced in Maine towns. A

young woman of great attractivenessis
the advance agent. And between her
own =zttractiveness and those of her
scheme she is said to } ¢ having compleie
success. She caulls on the local merchants
and secures their membership in the new
agency. A few days after her departure
there appear in town a number of men
dressed in bright green coats, who get the
particulars of old.debts und debtors from

the members and chen proceed to call on .

the victims. The confract provides that
the horribly conspicuous collectors shall
make 13 calls a day on each debtor, meet-
ing them anywhere and everywhere. The
scheme is reported to be a big success, as
most of the debtors arc glad to made
prompt settiement rather than have the
whole neighborhood see them haunted by
the green-coated specter.

Power of Vision Still Fair.

Lawyer--Now, sir, did you or did you
not say you saw the defendant at the
time this occurrence took place? You
did see him. Very good. Now, I should
like to have you state to this jury, sir,
whether or not your eye-sight is defective ¥

‘Witness— Why, as to that——

Lawyer—Address your remarks to the
jury, sir.

Witzess (to the jury)—He's right,
gentlemen. My lefi eye is no good, but

"I can see tolbly well oat of thz other.

THE BARRISTER.
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I
can see that this here lawyer dyes his
whiskers and they've grown about a six-
teenth of an inch, I shouid judge, singe
he dyed ’em last. '

Sir John Macdonald, the first Prime
Minister of Canada, was fond of relating
this story to illustrate the need of the
Upper House: A

“Of what use is the Senate?’ asked
Jefferson, as he stood before the fire with
a cup of ter ir bhis hand, pouring the tea
into the saucer,

“You have answered your own ques-
tion,” replied Washington.

« Yhat do you mean{’

“Why do you pour that tea into the
saucer ¥’

“To cooi it.”

“Even so,” said Washington, “the
Senate is the saucer inwo which we pout
legislution to cool.”

E3TABLISHED 1870,

ECONOMY, EQUITY, STARILITY, PROGRESS

ONTARIO MUTUAL LIFE

HEAD OFFICE, WATERLOO, ONT.

Dominion Deposit, - - £100,0600
Assurance in force, Jan. 1st, 1885 - SIRT6T,6%
Assurance issue?, 1894 - - - 291520
Asscts, Dec. 31, 1S - - - 2,551,854
Reserve for the security of policy-

holders - - t_y Jo ): 2,565,560

87,747

Surplusover all liabilitics, Dec. 31,1804

Our 30-yorr Sarvivendip I Tolky emb all the
Trewest Foaturok, and Is the host Torm of Protection aud Invest-
mont snney ot oy It has Do oqual  Goaranlood valnex
attraaive odiont. 204 1idesal condizions.

LIBERAL CONDITIONS OF POLICIES :
L—Cashahd paid-up values guaranteed on cach
policy. 2.—No restrictions on travel, residence, o
occupation. 4.—Decath claims at once on com~
pletion of claim papers

W. H. RIDDELL,
Socictary.

WM. HENDRY.

Managor.
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Yoronto’s Great Fair—

The Toronto Industrial Exhibition, which opens this season on the
2nd September, continuing until the 14th, will excel any heretofore held, in
the number and variety of its exhibits, and the interest and brilliancy of its
special attractions. An unusually large nmber of entries in all the leading
lepartments have been received, and several special collections, including one
of tke natural products of the Great North-West will increase its attractive-
ness. The gronnds have been greatly improved and new buildings added as
required for the better accommodation of exhibitors and the public. There
will be s very large showing of Bicycles by all the leading manufacturers.
The interior of the Main Building has been completely remodelled. The
special abtractions include the briliant. military and pyrotechnic spectacle,
entitled ““ The Relief of Lucknow,” which will present the most vivid and
resplendent firework effects ever witnessed. The management has secured the
most favorable rates for travel by rail and steamer, so that the cost to and
from any part of the country is comparatively small, and a vasi influx of
visitors may be Jooked for. Everyone who desires to keep up to date and in
touch with the world’s progress must visit the Industrial.

Tclephone No. 1697.
FERGUSON, RITCHIE & SWEENY
Barristers, Solicitors, etc.
31 King Street West,

Toronto.
Toronto. John A: Ferguson. P. E. Ritchie.
Goeonrge R. Sweeny.

W. J. ELLIOTT,

Barrister, Solicitor, etc.

Canada Life Building,

WATSOX, SMOXKE & MASTEN.

PATENTS. DESIGNS.
Barristers, Solicitors, etc.
CHARLES H. RICHES, Offices—Yorl: Chambers,
9 Toronto Sireei, Toronts.
Patent Attorney .
Geo. H. Watson, Q.C. C. A. Masten.
AND Samuel C. Smoke.

Counseilor and Expert in Patent Causes Tciephonc No 959  Cable Lddresss, Wathorne.

J. G. Ridout. (latcC.E.) J. Edw. Mayboc,
AMcch.

. .y gy Berrister, Solicitor, dc. Eng.
Canada Life Building, .
RIDOUT & MAYBEE,
; : J Solicitors of Patents. -
Qi 7 .
K‘ng St. We: t’ Toro do’ Ca Mcechanical and Elccirical Experls.
Telephone S10. 103 Bay Street, Toronte.

U.S. Offico: 505 Seventh Street, Washington D.C.,

TRADE MARKS, COPYRIGHTS. Telephone No. 2382

3

v
RUTAT SR TR TN

.

Tils oy T SAERAR D2 [ = 2 A o e R

3

"

Lt e

T IO TS TR

- v

DT ol e s o)
P,

L Delhaine e e A S




)
- \

THE BARRISTER.

LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & BICKNELL,
Barristers and Solicitors', _
Office, Imperial Bank Buildings, 34
Wellington St. East, Toronty.
Telephone 19, Cable address, * Laidlaw,” Toronto.

William Laidlaw, Q.C.
James Bicknell.

George Kappele.
C. . Kerr.

CLARKE, BOWES, .
HILTON & SWABEY.

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, &c.
Janes Building, cor. King and Yonge Sts..*
Zoronto.

J. B. Clarke, Q.C. R.H.Bowes. F. A.Hilton.
Charles Swabey. E. Scott Griffin.
Telephone 403.

LOBB & BAIRD, - -
Barristers, Solicitors, &e.
Office, Quebec Chambers.

Arthur F. Lobb. James Baird.

Telcphone.

MACDONELL,McCARTHY & BOLAND
Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Office, Quebec Chambers

A. C. Macdonell. W, E.McCarthy. W. J. Boland
Telephone 1036.

GLUTE, MAGDONALD & MILLS,
GLUTE, MAGINTOSH & MCcGRIMMON,.
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, &c.
Offices, Canada Life Chambers, Toronto.

R. C. Clute, Q.C. G. S. Macdonald. J.A.Macintosh, .
J. A Mills. Neil McCrimmon.

Cabic address, “ Macks™ Teleplione 1941.

'"HOWLAND, ARNOLDI & BRISTOL,

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.

London & Canadian Chambers, 103 Bay
St., Toronto. S

Cable address, “*Arnoldi,” Toronto. Telophone 540
Frank Arnoldi, Q.C. 0. A. Howland, M.P.P.
Edmund Bristol. W. H. Caw?thra.

THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,
Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Offices, Board of I'rade Building.

D. E. Thomson, Q.C.
George Bell

Telephone 957,

David Hendcerson
J. B. Holden

RICHARD ARMSTRONG, - -
Barrister, &c.

Offices, 97, 98, 99 Confederatior: Life
Building, Toronto, Ont.

Telephone 1831,

CORLEY, J. W. S
Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Offices, Canada Life Chambers.

J. W. S. Corley. H. E. McKee.

Telephone 208S.

HUNTER & HUNTER, - -

17 Equity Chambers.

TW. H. Hunter. A. T. Hunter.

Telephone 1573,

MACDONELL &SCOTT - -

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
51 Yonge Street.

A. McLean Macdonell. Charles D. Scott.

McLEAN & LEWIS, - -

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Manning Arcade.

A. G. McLean, W. A Lewis-
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OTTAWA, ONT.
NELLIS & MONK,

Barristers, Solicitors, Conveyancers, &c.

Solicitors for the Quebec Bunk.
SuprRrEME COURT AND DEPARTMENTAL AGEN1S
Offices—22 Metcalfe Street,

Ottarca, Ont.
“Thomas F. Nellis.

GEMMILL & MAY,

Boarristers, Solicitors, &c.

Henry C. Monk.

Supreme Court and Parlinnentary Agents.

Carleton. Chamlers,
74 Sparks St., Ottawa, Ont.

J. A. Gemmill. A. F. May.

CONE & BURRITT,

Barristers, Solic'tors, etc.

SGPREME COURT AND DHIARTMENTAL AGENTS
Carleton Chambrrs, 74 Sparks St.,
Ottarwa, Canada.

R. G. Code. L. F. Buritt.

CHRYSLER & LEWIS,
Barristers, etc.
Snpremc Court and Parliamentary Agents.
Otiawa, Ont.

F. H. Chryder, Q.C. 1. Travers Lewis.

OTTAWA, ONT.

F. R LATCHFORD,

l"Barrister, Solicitor, etc.
19 Elgin Strec,

Ottawa, Ont.

O'CONXOR & HOGG,

~N .
Barristers, etc.

/_835 Spurks Street, Ottawa.

D. O'Conmnor, Q.C. Chas. O"Connor.
W. D. Hogz, QC.

O'GARA, McTAVISH & GEMMELL,
Barristers, etc,
Alolsow's Banl Chambers,
Ottawa.

D. B. MacTavish, Q.C.

M. O'Gara, Q.C.
e R. E. Gemmell.

BROCKVILLE, ONT.

F(.).-Box 307, Tele aone 170

W. J. WRIGHT,
Barrister-at-Law, Notary Py Jlic, etc.
Law Leeturer In Brochvitic Br.sincss College

Conuaigsioner of Deeds for New o1k State, and for
talag Affidavits in the Frovinces, U.S.,
and England.
Calle Address s

Cutle dddrens: it~ Brockville, Ont., Canada.

R. V. SINCLAIR,
{Late of Gormully & Sinclair).
Barrister and Solicitor.
Supreme Court and Parlizmentary Agent.
Office,

22 Central Chambers, - QOiawa, Ont.

McINTYRE & POWELL,
Barristers, Solicitors, etc.
Sapreme Conrt and Dep wrhmental Axents.
Otawa, Ont.

A. F. ¥cIntyre, Q.C. C. Pow:

¥. cll,
Co. Solicitor, Co. Canlorct.

BELLEVILLE, ONT.

W. C. MIKEL,

Barrister, etc.
Bellezille, Ontario.
Officc—Carman Bloclk, Bridge St.

MONTREAL, QUE.

ATWATER & MACKIE,
Barristers, Solicitors, etec.
151 James Street, Moniredl.
Cable Address, ‘Atwater,” Montreal.
Albert W, Atwater. John F. MacKic.
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THE BARRISTER.

Everyone is Reading

THE BARRISTER

SEND FOR IT .

ONLY $2.00 A YEAR.

0

ROSS & GAMERON, - -

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.

Hon. G. W. Ross, °

FOY & KEILY, - -

Barristers, Solicitors,

M. C. Camcron.

8o Church Street.

J.J. Foy, Q.C. H.T. Kelly.

RITCHIE, LUDWIG & BALLANTYNE,

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
]

o Toronto Street.

C. H. Ritchie. Q.C.
A.W. Ballantyne.

WeGHTE & KEBLER, - -

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.

H. M. Ludwig.

o4 Adelaide Street East.

J. ¥, McGhic. A. J. Ececler.

IRWES & KYLES, - -

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.

103 Church Street.

John Kyles.

H. BE. Irwin

ACCOUNT BOOKS, '
STATIONERY,
LEATHER GOODS,
BOOKBINDING.

AGENTS HOR TIIR

. CALIGRAPH TYPEWRITER,

EDISON MIMEOGRAPH,
WIRT FOUNTAIN PEN

Te BROWN BROS., wu,

Manufacturing Stationors, Bookbinders, cte. .

64-68 King St. E,, - TORONTO.
:IHEN we [}
AEcommem; Aneu::m
8
WATOH Yo
HiNaep oy ‘
e — Facrs)
Wouto 7] AS PRISIINT
IN oLy z::v::e. ANY JURYT?I’O’:RI:::
NameLy v
~-TO —
’ Pl s“ﬂs“o"o;s QU ay g To
Phone 139¢ ; AN
DEAI;:E::“;\' AND REP«\IRP.‘M oy
344 Yonge sr‘fumuss'

- T
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ASSESSMENT SYSTEM. -

The Ganadian Order of the Woodmen
of the World.

(Incorp d aad Inspected by the D Government
A SECRET BENEF!QIAL ORDER
Pays to the Families or Holrs.sg'(lggws or Orpheng

of deceased members S50 to 83,000,
Hasan Emergoqo?' Fund to equulize cost. :
Policy incontestibloand indisputablo aftor one year
exceptfor non-pai'muut.or askesaments and fraud.
The most Practical, Succo-stul and Cheapest plan
of Life Insurance cvor dovised.

JUST WHAT YOU WANT

Forfull particulars as regards the Ordor, its plans
and workings, address the Hoad Camp Organizer.

J. A, McMURTRY, TORONTO, Ont. -

Active Organlzers wantod,  Apply, with Refore
cncos, to above address,

JOHN PEARSON . ..

REAL ESTATE ano
INSURANCE.
AGENT FOR

Raymond Sewing Machines and Novelties, .
80 Hughson Street South.
HAMILTON, - - « ONT.
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ASSESSMENT SYSTEM. !
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The Cheapest Insurance Consistent with Perfect Safety.

The Colonmial Mutual | ife

Association
..OF CANADA..

HeaD OFFICE . MONTREAL.

Incorporated by Spec:al Act of the Dominion Parliament under the Supervision of the
Dominion Goverpment,

‘Authorized Guarantee Fund $100,000.00

President—Lr.-Cor. CaarLEs KivNG, Sherbrovke. -
1st Vice-Presdent— 2nd Vice-President—
F. P. Buck, Sherbrooke. Hox. P. Garyeau, M.L.C,, Quebec.

Execut®e—Tnonas T. Turnpury, Comptroller; J. H. Stearns, Treasurer;
E. A. Baynes, B.CL, Secretnry, J. F. Maruieson, Gen. Manager.

ONTARIO AGQENTS:

AYLSWORTH & MASON, 79 Victoria St., TORONTO.

. A GEIN "ru NWANTED vt

NIABARA _RLV[H LINE | caRRiAges, cuumf

AND VIGTORIAS....
GHAS. BROWN .

61 YORK STREET, - TORONTO, ONT.

PHONE 123.

~ Change of Time. |

The 9 a.m. and 3.30 p.m. Trips are

DISCONTINUED.
] SPECIAL . ..
Cricora will take CiboLra time, —~
leaving ToroNTO at 11 am. and ....My Four-in-Hand Dzag
4.45 p-m. ) ....may be chartered by any
CurepEwa will leave at 7 am. ----private paty.
and 2 p.m. as usual. ....I can also handle an un-
....limited number of excur-
JOHN FOY, Manager. | ....sionists.
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. High Class.
Men’s, Boys’' and ~
Children’s +

'

Clothing = « <

E. BOISSEAU,

"Wholesale Clothier, .

I8 FRONT STREET EAST.

Manufacturers
A | Life———t
2 i
Z gt Insurance Company.
REGISTERED TRADE MARK. HEAD OFFICE, 68 YONGE ST,

Cor. Colhorne, Toroxito, Ont.

B. S AU N D ERS Fresident, Geo. Gooderham, Esg., President Bank of Toronto.

.

94 King St. West . . . The great success which has
attended the operations of this
TORONTO . . . Company, and its universal popu-

: larity, is largel ing to th
Merchant Tailor and Robe Maker| ¥ o oS o e
. present many inducements to
Queen’s Counsel Sk and Gircuit Gowns intending insurers peculiar to

s faned (v itself. Its policies are among the
- - Barristers’ Gowns m“i Bags ot most literal and comprehensive

issued t) the public, and are non-

court Goa«ts a“d Waj stcoats forfeitalle, incontestible and free

from all restrictions as to habits

A SPECIALTY. of life or manner of death after
Al goods first-cl TERMS: the first year. )
goods first-Class }{ ' J. F. JUNKIN,
and correct styles. NET SASH. General Manager.

' \
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....IN PRESS.... ‘

THE RAILWAY LAW OF CANADA

8Y HENRY ABBOTT, Q.C. i )
Gf the Montreal Bar, Professor of Commercial Law, McGill University.

I VOL, ROYAL 8 VO. OF OVER 600 ~AGES.

Price fo subscribers only:—CLOTH, $6.50; HALF CGALF, $7.00.
NOW READY

THE CRIMINAL CODE OF CANADA, 1892

55-56 Vict. c. 29, AND
THE CANADA EVIDENCE ACT, 1893, ANNOTATED
By James Brankshaw, R.G.L., Barr‘ngter, Montreal

| Roya! 8vo. of 1064 pages: Price (Bound in Half Galf or Circuit) $10.00.
A Practical Guide to Police Magistrates and Justices of the Peae

By JaMeEs Crawksuaw, BARRISTER, MONTREAL
Author of An Annotated Edition of Criminal Code of Canada, 1892
1 Royal 8vo. of over 700 pages : PRICE, CLOTH, $5.50 ; HALF GALF OR GIRCUIT, $5.00

MONTREAL : {VﬁITEFORD & THEORET, Law Book Publishers, Importers and Binders,
No. 1l ST. JAMES STREET, (Near Court House).

AMERICA’S SCENIC L.INE

The RiChelieu & Oﬂtario 800 miles of Lakes, Rivers

Owning and operating the o* . and Rapids.
ramiaoare Navigation Co.
FROM TORONTO TO MONTREAL, QUEBEG, AND THE FAR-FAMED SAGUENAY

Passing through the charming scemery of the Thousand Islands and the worid-renowned Rapids of
' the St. lawrence.

NTO- The Fine Iron Steamers **Spartan,” *‘Corsican,” *“Pass-
TORONTO-MONTREAL LINE port,” and -‘Algerian,” leaving Toronto daily (Sundays
excepted) at 2 p.m., arriving at Montreal 6.30 p.m., the following day, connecting with
steamers for Quebec and the Saguenay. This service will commence about June the
1st and end September 30th.

- The palatial iron steamers ‘‘Quebec” and * Montreal”
MnNTREALQuEBEc LINE leavixll)g Montreal daily (Sunday excepted) for Quebec, and
calling st intermediate ports, reaching Quebec the following morning.

. Composed of the magnificent ivon steamers *‘Carolina,”
MONTREAL SAGUENAY LIKE s Gmli:u]u,” and é}heb“Sa%uenay." Unt%l J\(\ine ]:’Stih(i

teamers will Ieave Quebec for the Saguenay, and intermediate purts on Tuesdays an
%ridr:ys a‘hl 7.30 a,.m?, and from Jwne 15th to July 15th, on Tuesdays, Wednesdays,
Fridays and Saturdays at 7.30 a.m., and from July 15th until further notice, daily
(Sundays excepted) at 6.30 a.m. Chicoutimi the day following their departure from
Quer-ec at 9.30 a.m. .
TICKETS and information may be obtained from the principal Railway aad
Tick:t Offices throughout the United States and Canada. Statervoms can be
secured upon application to
J. F. DOLAX, No. 2 King Street East, Toronto, Ont. .
H. FOSTER CHAFFEE, 128 St. James Stroet, Montreal, Que.
L. H- MYRAND, Quebec, Que.
0. F. GILDERSLEEVE, Beneral Manager. ALEX. MILLOY, Traffic Managers
General Offices, 228 8t. Paul Street, Montreal.
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THE TRUSTS’ CORPORATION

OFFICES AND

SAFE DEPOSIT VAULTS
BANK OF COMMERGE BUILDING, - KING ST. TORONTO.

Capital - - - $1,000,000

HON. J. C. AIKINS, P.C,, - - - PRESIDENT,
HON. SIR R. J. CAR’.[‘WRIGH’.!?]
- - VIiCE-PRESIDENTS.
HON. S. C. WOOD, f '
MOSS, BARWICK & FRANKS, - - GENERAL SOLICITOKS.

Under the sanction of the Ontario Government, the Trusts’ Corpora-
tion is accepted by the High Court of Justice as a Trusts Company for
the purpose of such Court.

The Corporatron may be appointed to and undertakes any of the
following offices.
EXECUTOR®

named in Will or by transfer from Retiring Executor.

ADMINISTRATOR

in case of intestacy, or Will annexed.

TRUSTEE

under Deed, Settlement or Will, by original appointment or substitution for
Retmng Trustees.

COMMITTEE OF LUNATICS
and Custodian and Guardian of their estates and properties.

. GUARDIAN OF MINORS
and Custodian of estates of children during minority.

RECEIVER, ASSIGNEE, LIQUIDATOR,

BONDS, DEBENTURES. &c.,

issued and countersigned. Estimates managed. Rents and incomes collected.
Money received for investment,

Solicitors mging estates or other business to the Corporation are retained to do
the legal work in connection therewith, Correspondence invited.

A. E. PLUMMER, Manager.



