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'• <vM :_Wi,cto Opurt-'br Appcnls, to seKiasf nsfdo. yc-rdict nnd ordcrinR new •

[
\.

', t""!. <«<>'Hl«'nn3 Uefcnduut to pay the costs iiv the, Sujiortor Court,

, /;,"• *^fM>Q'«'^»P«j;''>'n« whntc(WiH, no othfrrwats wmbeallowc(l thnn
' •

' ^''Sf'
attfnilant on tjie mo)i|on for the neV trial. (Ueaudry vs. Papiji

ApapjUiJn.opposaijt.S.lC. )..:-. '....,',, .'
.'. 45

['levcrsc«l In Apjieal, Gth June, 1859.] i

* " canpQt bo Iwd ill an flltjtlon en recemlicalion, for stolen goods, although
bc)\«e<ifn morcliant ai^ merchant. (Fawcctt ct al., vs. Thompson ct

•*'
*• „. ... *''.^C.),.. ...;.:..; ,,^- ^ ,...33$

.
:—.MVStjjin for a new Trjal canno't be made after the first four dnya of the

' - ten* "•'^ feUowing the day o'n trhioli the-vcrd'uTt was recorded.

X- . (Vcrrltt^a. LyncI),"8.'C)....,{ ^ ^ , 276
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'/"** s-eT^e purchaser of a.hofisfe at a SherllTs sale has a right of action against

;, 'tlKKTctitrpHtttforjrgivi from the d^te of the adjudlqation. 'j(Lacroix
T3. rri^uf, s.c:5:Tr:^^^„.U^ „ ,:...-

^ «^
. .

" :-»-Tb& occupant iin above case who1r5Trro«ca°aIl his effects to another
'; • bouse is liable for the ojjtire year's rcn];. '(Lacrou>3t^*«iaar, H.l} )'..

'

42

»

^ "
^"T^**- (^"^'<*"K«l''*''i,Ps>I'o«'0. let al., vs. Payette, S. 6.)'.'. Trrrr^.1^

•" :—Of a concert room, has no lieo An a pj^iCho ttmporarily -placed there for
4 an evening concert, fprjhe rent of ttfe room, ajr against the pyojjrietor

'1 ;.
of t''c piano, who is npUhe lessee of the r^opi. (Peik»ce vs! tfte Ma/or*

' ,"•*' Alderpjcn nnd Citizens of tliie City of Montreal, S.C ) 122

,
" ,:---'A d.jclini\tOfy exccplion U good In lavir 'to an <A;tion of damages '

^
for non-deli Very,, of pfemiscs leased "instituted unJer the provi-
sljtaas of The Statute 18 Vic. di. lOSjCoramdnty called tbe Le»8orsaod

,'
, Lessees' Act, '^'Olose vs.xpigse, S. C.)

.,
,..' 140

'.''' " :—The SujHitJor Court ]im^rko'Juri)4klion in an aJition #u«Sh as the
'

^^
" - • at)as>-e. (Do.) !j......"..,*,.,. >^,

*; i^
,'> *" ;" '.:—An Action of damages caused by bad usage fipay be brought under 18

\ ,
V yic. ch. 108, even after the lc*se basNcxpired. (B^dard .Vs. Dorion,

• ^-^^ "...'....1 253
." :—W action, iastitufed under the 18 Vic. ch. 108, the defendant is not

'
.

'

bound to plead bVtwecn the l(Jth of July and tlie 31at of August, in
consequ'encfi of the 'provisions of the 54th Section of itli6 22 Vic. cb, 5, '

even where it is alleged that the lease has expired and dcfuid&nt rd-

, '

,

' fuses to- qiiit. (Clftirmont and tiitt vs. Dickson, C. C.)..'. . . 256

.
", i^MTW OF.,G?jfnAHTi:iir—When its effect has been terminated by» notice, and, after

'
'» '

' 'tihai V"od payments have been made by the original debtor beyond .

•
. t

'
' ^^ amount covered by the guarantee, without special imputation,

' «nttchpa>mcntarwill aoibeimputed in extinction of theguarantee, but

,
•

,
'. in liquidation^ofthe debt uncovered by 9uch guarantee. (Masson ct #

^ ,

*'
' ' '*l-» va- DeSmarteau ct al., S. C).

*

.,..-. '......, 18(1

'A *•"',. •'* t-TPaymentS ma^e; ^-itliaut imputation by the debtor, will be imputed in

,,

'
• extinction of th© guarantee. (Leblanc vs. Rousselle, S. C.) 191

*' ' given to one of the menders of a commercial firm, can be sued ^dh-' by
•
'

. f ^'JC' firm, Ti^hea it is Shown that tlic business 'which gave risi! to the gua-
. ^ ' \ rantee wae carried on by the firm and not by such individual member. '

"'

,
* (Holland ct al. vs. Loranger, S, C.) , ^« • . .. .i* . •348
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