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versY, upon an appeal by the defendant, hasnot been established by the judgment
appealed from. Supreme and Exchequer
Courts Act, sec. 29.

Appeal quashed with costs.
F. X. Archambault, Q.C., for respondent.

IJorion, Ch. J., Tessier, Cross, Bossé, Doberty
JJ., January 19, 1889.

Tutor and minor-Reease and discharge by
minor on attaining age of majority-

V&I7 L, cota CQlRleld :-Where a minor on attaining thie
age of majority, gives ber tutrix a releaseCOURT OF' QUEEN'S BENCH..MONT- and diseharge from ail dlaimis arising fromREAL. * ber administration as tutrix, that the actie'nVotre-epnaiiéDmae-rue 
of the nlinor for an account of the tutorsbip,in prescribedj by the lapse of ten years fromJugé :-o. Qu'un voiturier est responsablethdaeo u isar;anti ulwsdes avaries et dommages que souffrent les the dte ofpl suhe h diseargtise was omarhaniss cnfiesà ss oin, lrsu'i 1given immediately and expressly to the tu-

ne peut prouver qu'ils sont imputables à force trix, but to the trustees in whom the estatemajeure; 
- bad been vested by the tutrix on ber second2o. Que la preuve de la force majeure et argethmio(hnofg),owv,celle du vice de la chose même, -si le voiturier mecarig thet nin(hen o eefe hee,l'invoque, incombe à ce dernier ; and that she discharged the truste-es and ail3o. Qu'un voiturier qui fait un contrat pour others from aIl further accountabilty and intransporter des marchandises à un endroit a letter to the tutrix, fifteen years tewrséloigné, et qui en reçoit le prix, est responsa- expressly disdlaimed any intention of dis-ble de ces marchandises jusqu'au lieu de leur turbing the settlement.... Watt et ai. & Fraser,destination, nonobstant qu'à moitié chemin, Dorion, Ch. J., Tessier, Cross, Baby, Bossé,il aurait délivré ces effets à un autre voi tu- Ji., Noveinber 27, 1889.rier pour les rendre au lieu convenu, du con-sentem ent du propriétaire. - Oim et & The l ci n aw 38 V e .( ) s. -6 ( R S . Q

Oartadian Express Co., Tessier, Cross, Church, Eeto a-3 it Q)s 6 R .QDoherty, JJ., (Church, J., di8s.), 19 janvier 42)Poisr oe-rm8 eern

Uncertain bounds-Claim for trees cut-Ei
dence.

Where persens are occupying lands whicîi
have neyer been marked off by a regularsurvey, and one of them, instead of bringingan action ena bornage te settîs the limits of bisproperty, sues a neighbour for the value oftrees alleged, te have been eut by bim uponplaintiff's land, it is incumbent on the plain-tiff te make it clear by positive testimony
that the trees were in fact cut upon bis land;and if, upon the reports of surveyors, uncer-tainty exists as to the limits of the respective
properties, the doubt must be interpretedsgainst the plaintiff. In the present case,moreover, the weigbt of evidence was iii fa-ver of the defendant.-..Mi1ïken & Bourget,

To appear in Mon treal Law Reports, 5 Q. B.

r unJuna.
The respondent made bis Prornissory notepayable te bis own order, and endorsed anddelivered the sanie te appellants, who got itdiscounted ; and the Proceeds were appliedto an election fund of which. the respondent

was treastirer, the fund being used in promot-ing the election Of members of the provinciallegislative a8sembly. There was an under-standing that the appellants would take upthe note at maturity, as their contribution tothe election fund. The appellants baving
failed to take up the note, it was paid by mes-pondent. In an action by the latter against
appellants :

Held :-That the respondent had no rightte recover the amount of the note froin theappellants, a Promise or undertaking in anyway referring te an election fund beingvoid under 38 Vict. (Q.) s. 266, now R1. S. Q.ê 425.-St. Louis & senécal, Dorion, Ch. J.,


