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thu ,evn h otaee in precisely the saine position as any
othier uiisecured creditor. This irregularity, o11 the part of botiî
lawyer and law clerk, is exýlained by the fact of the mechanical
wrork of filling Up the blaiik spaces*seeining to cease whien thiere are,
at first -lance, no others to fill up. It is, however, rnost imipor-
tant to note, as before urgyed, that the printed word " against I is
not the last, but inust be followed, iu writing, by either '<hM,"
or " lier I or "*thiemn," as required.-Mtoze/ary limes.

An important judgnient lias been rendered by the Superior
Court at Monitreal, iii the case of Lamnbe vs. the Montreal & Sorel
Railway Conmpany. It will he remembered that after the issue of
a ivrit of vczdi/iozi exponas iii tlîis èase, at the instance of the local
Goveruxueut, represented by Mr. Lainbe, collector of revenue, the
Great Eastern Railway Company, lessee of the Montreal & Sorel,
filed an opposition. This bppositýin was disnxissed, hiowever,
but au appeal, stili peniding,,, was takenl frorn the juclgmielt.
Meaniwhile, the Goveruniient petitioned to have a sequestrator
appointed, wvho should co]lect the revenue of the road for dime bemme-
fit of the creditors. This wvas again opposed by the Great Easterii
on different g-rounds, and, aniong others, that a sequestrator
could not be appointed to a railway conîpany ; that the Great
Easterni had a lien on the road by their lease, and that it -%vas iii
the interest of the creditors that they should continue to in tlie
road. The court dismissed this opposition on every point, aud
ordered the appointmxent of a sequestrator, holding tliat thiere was
no ground for fixe alleged righit of the Great Eastern to indefiinitelv
run the line, and thiat thiere was connivance between the defen-.
dant and opponent. TIhis is the first instance of a sequestrator
being appointed to a raiiway in this province.
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