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186 REVUE LEGALE
la nogligence de ce dernier qui sout la cause de accident arrivé
et des dommages en résultant; 2o, Que action en garantie
prise dans une action en dommages i éire instruite devant un
jury, n'est pas susceptible d'un procés par jury, méme dua con-
* sentement des parties et alors que les deux causes ont ¢té réu-
mnies, 4 cette fin.”
B. R., 1908, La Cilé de Montréal vs Les Marguillicrs de
U'Euvre ot Fabrique de Sainte-Agnes, 15 R. L. n. 8., 139,
1 COURT OF REVIEW. i
Bank, — Securities. — General indebtedness. — Discount
1 refused.
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| MONTREAL, 20th november 1909,
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a TELLIER, CHARBONNEAU, DUNLOP, JJ.
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i FREEDMAN SON & COMPANY s THIZD DOMINION BDANK.
b
'r ITeLp.—That a bank has no lien on bills and notes left with it
o to be discounted and refused, nor on securities delivered
ij to it for inspection or criticism to secure the general in-

i debtedness to the bank of the owner of these papers.

i Civil code, articles 1975, 1978,

The plaintiffs’ action is a Saisie Revendication. They
seeck to revendicate & number of bills and notes in the
possession of the defendant bank, which they claim as their
property.




