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which have hren incurred by reasoîi of thati leo ragc.3t1Iithrlswhf h

allegation. 1 arn therefore of oiin, Withoot: cVurt to(>k mile to colisider. 'l'le Chief justce
goin whtheror lot ~ iVe judginent for- the plaintiff on ail th"

g iitt tli( qjuestionwhtiforio proper deurr.

discretion, has bcen exerrised, that the court lias lie/tf, that thc case did flot showN tlîat a L19

poJwer to deal wvith the costs of these proceedings .o

as 'xcii between thc ori-inal parties, as 1 etwue l nent had beuin rntuied n p on the ciî rur, ýl
CCil i ii tcred i p, that the actionl hxin' ce 0l

tliei ind thc third pauItN. T!here nlay bc rases il-,itielI a sp rlo ourt ofciiio
iii mhirli the disc7rc-tioi nighit bc exerrised so as i~ioi

such jugnrtxxiiuld ilot ha\ c been a fia jud
to cause hardship, but we rnust not, fo>r that rca- metjrn xhd napa ol i ihx b

son, eut do-win the gencral effert of the petowcn\ hr.an'palwud i iti h

Nor,ý. ju(. At, 73, . 2,su. SJ. mi neaning of the Suprine and Exr-heqtier Ur

s. »9 are idientical withi Ont. _7wd. A ci s. M6 siib-s. Atrof 179. urei outAiediin

4. and s. 32 respective/y. Imip. O. r6. r. fs anil Of~ia 1879.'

Ont. r. roS are qir-tua!l/y identicaï, excepi thai thc Peier, for respondent.
formier say.r t/te notice shalh be -"stampzed wilh lops//2.Cfrtpelýit,
t/e seat withi wldch wri/s of summons are Izmsn .C, o pelnsstamiiped.> bnlp. 0. 5S, r. r. andi Ont. r 428 ar'e

identicat.
EXCHEQUER COURT.

N TSO CAE.Taschereau, 1. Marcb
PUBISH-ED IN ADVANCE BY ORDER OF THE LAWRFPTIOOF IG .

SOCI E'V.
i>etition of r4'ht-Breach of notarial ceantract -

SUPREME COURT. Rersnttos
On the 14th of July, 1875, the goverinie1l.

Canada, througli onie Louis Morin, advertîi5i

P. E. I.] for tenders for the reinoval of steel rails fro 1"

REID ET AL.. v. RAMSAY. harbour of Nlontreal to the Rock Cut

Appeal-_7it1. a ia achine.
Appeal-7udgzent on (/e;nurrer îtot aTh're suppliant tendered for the contract accoe

judçm-îent-.4otîon to quash-42 i ict., ing to tlîe advertisement, and suppliant's ~tjder
cap. 9, se. 3.being accepted, a notarial deed of contra ct1

lIn an action for false iniprisoniment, the defen- enee noadeeue.Tî oirc rO r

fendants (appellants) justified the lmpr' nel ded inter a//a that " the said party o~f the SeCOfor

under a judgrncnt entered Up in1 the Supreme jpart, liereby undertakes to reniove and carry

Court, and an execution issued thereon. 'lhe the Governîîuent of the Dominion of Canad'$

plaintiff replied that the execution was issued in the steel rails tlîat are actually, or that vl

blank, and that the execution issued ivithout .1 Lane fromv se-on esl ntew

praScipe therefor ever having been flled. oftehroro otel uigti esot,

To both of tliese replications the defendants navigation, and deliver and lay on the VOlt

below demurred, and rejoined in additiont h the said steel rails, at the place conimonlY C b

fourth replication that forthwith upon thîe issuing Rock Cut, on the Lachine Canal, subject to

of the writ, a pra±cipe therefor had been iled; Iterns and conditions hereinafter mentionceô

to which rejoinder the plaintiff below denxurred. By his petition of right, the suppliant le

J udgment was subsequently rendered for the a breach of the contract by the Crow "
1 '

plaiîîîiff on ail the denmurrers. The defendants Morin that, acting for the Crown, represeil >
appealed to the âupremie Court, and the printed ou the pplreiavetn that uon oootnde If f$
case contained the reasons for judgment, and the vudhetobrmvdadhtune

following extract frorn the nminutes k*ý the pro- representations the suppliant entered ilt 0

thronotary of the entry of the judgment delivered contract.

by the court The aniount clairned was $io,ooo).


