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1. SUPREME AND) EXCIIE QUER COURTS
AiME.NDING ACT) 1891Y s. 3-AI'EÂL
FROM COURT 0F REVIEW.-QUEBE.C.

By S. 3 of the Supremle and Exehe.
quer Courts Amiending Act of 1891, anl
appeal inay lie to the Supreine Court
of Canlada fronm the Superior Court in
Ileview, Province of Quebec, iii cases
wIhichi by the Iaw of the Province of
Quebee are -appealable direct to the
Judicial Coi:ittee of the Privy Colin-
cil. A judgînent was delivered by the
Superior Court in Reviewv at Miontreal
!l favour of D., the respondent, on the
same day on wichl the Amnending Act
caînc into force. On a motion by D. to
quash anl appeal to the Suipreme Court
of Canlada taken by Il.:

ffcld, that the appellant not hiaving
shown that thiejud(gmient wvas delivered
subsequent to the passing of the anend-
ing Act, the Court hiad nojurisdiction.

Qioere, whether anl appeal will lie
froîîî a, judgmient pronounced after the
passin g of the amnending Act in an
atction peu ding before the change of
the law. i\ppe-al dismlissed. Iflrtubise
v. Desinarteau, Supreme Court of Cana-
da, 10 Nov. 1891.

2TiTLE TO LAN,,D-Supnrmu AND
E XCIIEQUER COURTS ACT, SEC 29 (b).

In an action brouglit before the Su-
perior Court with seizure in recaption
underarts. 857 and 887 C. C. P.* and
art. 1624 C. C. the defendantpldd
that lie had held the property (valuied
at over $2>000) since the expiration of
his lease under some verbal agreement
of sale. The judgîulent appealed from,

qest andReotr

reversing the judgmlent of the Courtof
Review, 1101(1 that the 'actionî outglit to
have been inistituted in the CIiiti
Court. On appeal to the Sup-eiiie
Court,

Held, that as the case wvas originaflir
instituted iii the Superior Court arîd
that upon the face of the proceedligs
the right. to the possession and 1)r0.
perty of anl î:nunovcable property is
involved, anl appeal lies. Supreme ard
Exehiequer Courts Acts, sec 29 (b.) w(l
ss. 28 and 24. (Strong, J. diss.) Bhetchi.
ford v. HAcBain, 19 Can. S. C. R. 4-2.
Notes.

Sec Darling v. Ryan, Cassels Di,-,. p. 2:54:
Bank, of T'oronto v. Le C'uré etc., 12 Cati. S. C.
R. 25; Gilmait v. Gilbert, 16 Cati. S. C. R. 1S9:
('hagon v. Normand, 16 Can. S. C. R. 661.

3. A.PPEAL FROM REPORT 0F Oppe.
CIAL ]REFEREE-DAMAGES TO PIZoIrnn-
TY FR031 WORKS ]E.XEýCUTL]) ON Gov.
]E*IýIENT RAILWAY-PAROL INI
TAICING TO INDEM,'INIrY OWNEzriis i.oR,
COsTS 0F REPA«iRs nx' OrFîicii,, 0F, TIIS
CRO WN-EFFECT 0F.

ITelil, affirining the judginent 0f the
Exehequer Court, that whiere by certitin
work doue by the groveruimeut ailw;1y
authorities iu the City 0f St. johin Vie
pipes for the water stipply 0f the CitY
were interfered with, claimiants w ere
entitled to recover for the cost reasoni
ably and properly incurred by theïr
engineer in good faith, to restore tliîen
property to its former safe aud serv ice.
able conldition, under ail arra-g'leni
niade with the chief engineer of tli
goverumiient railway, and upon bis tin
dertaking to indemnify the claimntwi
for the cost of the said wvork. Strone
aud Gwynne, JJ. dissenting oii tli
,gronndi( that the chief engineer liwl n
authority to bind the Crown to pa1
daunages beyond any injury donc. lh!
Quei v. Th/e St. Jolti Water oiwiffi
sioners, 19 Cau. S. C. R. 125.

4. JrnZIS»I)CTîo«xN - ACTION E%ý DU~
AVOWAL - PRESCRIPTIO-N - AP)ýA
ANGE ]Y ATTORNEY - SERVICE O
SmU,ý3,ONS-C. S. L. C., ch. 83, sec. 41
Quebec.

Iii an action broughit iu 1866 for hl
Sain of $800 aud interest at ,11 vc
cent, against two brothers, J. S. 15-a
W. MCD. D., being thie amoint of


