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-Held, that the judgment sought to be appealcd from was nota final judgmnent within the meaning of' the Supremne Court Act,and no appeal tberefrom would lie.
Chrysier, Q.C., for motion. Appeal quashed with costa.
llo.g, Q.C.> and Crawford, contra.

Ontario.]
HlALTON ELEOTION. LusEH v. WALDIE.

Elýection Petition-Appel -Dissolution of Parlo'ament- Return of
Deposit.In the interval between the taking of an appeal f'rom a decisiondelivered on the 8th Novembeî', 1890, in a controverted electionP'etition and the February sitting (189 1) of the Supremne Cou tofCanada, Parliament was dissolved, and by the offect of the dis-Solution the Petition dropped. The respondent subsequently, iniorder to have the costs tbat were awarded to him at the trialta e6d and paid out of the money deposited in the Court belowby the petitioner as seeiirity foi' costs, moved before a Judge ofthe Supreme Court in Chambers to have the appeal dismissed forwant Of prosecution, or to, have the record remitted to the courtbelow. The petitioner asserted bis right to have bis deposit re-turned to him.

lleld, per Patterson, J. lot. That the final determination otthe right to coste being kept in suspense by the appeal the motionshould b. refused. .
2nd. That inasmuch as the money deposited in the courtbelow ought to be disposed of by an order of that Court, the-Registrar of this Court should certify to that Court that theappeat was flot heard, and that the petition dropped by reason ofthe dissolution of Parliarnent on the 2nd February, 1891.
Kerr, Q.C., for motion. Motion refused.
Ayleswo,.th> Q.C., contra.

COURT OF QUEEy',ç BENUH-MONPREAL.
Action.for reformation of acoount-orm» of judgment therein- Desist-

ment from part of judgmeknt-Cocts.
lleld :-1. In an action against an agent foi- i'eformatiofl of an


