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JUGEMENT DE LA COUR SUPREME

LA Ql ”
Cﬁgﬁ DE MONTREAL 5. LA COMPAGNIE DE
: IN DE FER URBAIN DE MONTREAL,

Dans 1a Cour Supréme du Canada,

ndyeds, j 258me jour de mars, A. D. 1904,

Qhevaprﬁe" li t: Le Trag : :
ier, J“ge-el;xé.sc hI(;Ifonorable Sir Henri Elzéar Taschereau,

“0ng
g ra.ble M. le Juge Girouard.
ot ' ¢ Davies
,Hﬁnb **  Killam,
- 10raly
i“t Iy pl:rI;d le Juge Nesbitt, 6tant absent, son jugement
. “UStagy, - © Tr€s Honorable Juge-en.chef, conformément
‘ E‘h'_e : Pourvu en pareil cas.)
LA CITE DE MONTREAL,
Demanderesse
Appelante,
B ONiE pp CHEMIN DE FER URBAIN DE
e MONTRE\I.
Défenderesse
Intimée,

1ot
?:;igesws du
'a::la Vi

ee 4 jugement de la Cour du Banc du Roi
o t'g Québec (En Appel) prononcé dans la cause
boﬁl e jour de janvier 1903, confirmant le juge-
A T Supérieure pour la Proyince de Québec,

s,.Pf.}ur le District de Montréal, rendu dans la-
190, Vi, 1500 ; aprés audition devant cette ¢ our,
lmég’ €1 présence des avocats tant de I’Appelante

. SUr ce et aprés avoir oui ce qui avait été allé-
susdits, il plut 4 cette Cour de réserver cette

ent, et ce jour, jugement étant prononcé
L6} 2 y jugeme P ce,
1 tr gg‘iné que leditjappe% devrait étre accordé ; que
En Ap 2 Cour du Banc du Roi pour la I'rovince de
ince 4 et ledit jugement de la Cour Supérieure
dewa.e Québec, ‘si geaut dans et pour le District
7 lent &tre renversés et mis de coté.
Dieure Procédant 4 rendre le jugement que ladite
Strieg dur la Province de Québec, siégeant dans et
Oty qu € Montréal aurait di rendre, a ordouné et
31’053 818d1te Intimée paye A ladite Appelante, la
o /) avec intérét et dépens tel que demandé
€ ’Appelante,
€ Plus ordonné et adjugé que ladite Intimée
oante les frais encourus par ladite Appelante
qu“r du Banc du Roi pour la Province de Qué-
e ¢¢ A dans cette Cour. ~ Desquels frais, distraits
fehambault, avocats de ladite Appelante.

E.-R. CAMERON,
Régistraire,

JUDGMENT OF THE SUPREME COURT.

THE CITY OF MONTREAL vs. THE MONTREAL STREET
RAILWAY COMPANY

In the Supreme Court of Canada
Friday the 25th day of Marck, A. D., 1904.

Present: The Right Honourable S:r Henri Elzéar Taschereau,
Knight, Chief Justice
The Honourable Mr, Justice Girouard
b N Mr. Justice Davies.
=t % Mr, Justice Killam.
(The Honourable Mr, Justice Nesbitt being absent, his judg-
ment was announced by the Right Honourable the Chief
Justice, pursuant to the Statu e in that behalf.)

Between
THE CITY OF MONTREAL,
Plaintiff,
Appellant,
And
THE MONTREAL STREET RAILWAY COMPANY,
Defendant,
Respondent,

The Appeal of the above named Appellant from the Judgment
of the Court of King’s Bench for the Province of Quebec (Appeal
Side) pronounced in the above cause on the twentieth day of
January, in the year of our Lord, one thousand nine hundred
and three, affirming the judgment of the Superior Court for the
Province of Quebec, sitting in and for the | istrict of Montreal,
rendered in the said cause on the twentieth day of April, in the
year of our Lord, one thousand n ne hundred, having come on
to be heard before this Court on the twenty-ninth day of
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hnndred
and four, in the presence of Counsel as well for the Appellant
as the Respondent, whereupon and upon hearing what was
alleged by Counsel aforesaid, this Court was yleased to direct
that the said Appeal should stand over fur Judgment, and the
same coming on this day for judgment, this Court did order
and ad&'udge that the said Appeal should be and the same was
allowed, that the said judgment of the Court of King's Fench
for the Province of Quebec (Appeal Side) and the said judgment
of the Superior Court for the Province of Quebec, sitting 1n and
for the District of Montreal, should be and the same were
reversed and set aside. A

And this Court proceeding to render the Judgment which the
said Superior Court for the Province of Quebec sitting in and for
the Listrict of Montreal should have rendered did further order
and adjudge that the said Respondent should and do pay to the
Appellant the sum of twenty-one thousand and fifty dollars and
eighty-seven cents, with interest and costs as prayed for in the
said Appellant’s declaration. : :

And this Court did further order and adjudge that the said
Respondent should and do pay to the said Appellant the costs
incurred by the said Appellant as well in the said Court of
King’s Bench for the Province of Quebec (Appeal Side) as in
this Court. The said costs distraits in favour of Messrs, Ethier
& Archambault, Attorneys for the said Appellants.

E. R, CAMERON,
Registrar,
8th April, 1904.



