
y'ear -, by A. B., in the offce of the Minis-
ter of Agriculture."

Afl/d that the omission of the %vords -of
Canada" in such forni did not avoid the copy-
right, but wvas a suffcient coinpliance %vith the
Act.

IIe/d. also, that depositing copies of a book
containing the said notice in the office of the
.\iraister of Agriculture hefore the copyright
lias been obtained does vat invalidate it after
it has been granted.

A,,pi ;smk.sed %-'.ith costs.
W.~ ï-asseis. Q.C.. and 144z/ker for the appel-

la nt.
F. Arnol/di for respondent.

Iit.Au1lE'I v. No}t'çi-i SHoRie RAii,.%XV Co.

4.3 C"7 44 1Uu.t. C. 41, s. 9 (/.Q.)-Awairdi-
bl'aii/y cf- A'ail j/v nd Ar/ic/esv-Art 225,
C. C. P.
E. B4., ct <c/., joint owners of land situate in the

city of Quebec. were awarded $1i ,900 under
43 & 44 Vict. c. 43, s. 9, for a portion of
said land expropriated for the' use of the North
Shore' Railway Company.

On the 12th Nlarch, 1885, E. Bt., et/ i., insti.
tuted an action against the N. S. R. C., based
on the' award. The' Cotmpitny flot having
pleaded. foreclosuire wvas granted, and on --ist
.April process for interrogatories upon faits and
airticles. was issued and returned on the' 26th
April. Tht' Company mnade default. On i 8th
J une, thefails and articles. werc delared taken
ýro con/eessis. On i 6th -May, E. B., et a., con-
sented that the defendants be allowed to plead,
but it was only on tht' 7th july that a plea was
filed, alleging that the' arbitration had been
irregular andl was against thet' wig-t of evi-
clence.

On Septeniber 2, E. B., et ai. inscrihed the
v:ase for hearing on the' Ierits, on which day
the Railw'ay Conmpany jnov'ed to be autherized
t,> answer tht' faite' and atceand the mnotion
%vas refused. The notice of expropriation and
theïmaard both dcscribcd the land expropriated
as No. 1 on the' plan of the' Railway Company
diepositedl according to laiw, but iii another
part of tht' notice it described it as forming
part of the' cadastral lot 2,345, and in the'
tiward as forming part Of lots 2,344-345. 0On

îA

d? '

s.-

the' 5th I)eceinber, judgnient was rendered in
favorof E. B., et ai. for the amount oftheaward.
Froin this judgnient the Railway Company
appeale~i to the' Court of Queen's liench, (Ap.jpeal Side', and that Court reverscd the judg.
ment of th2 Superior Court, holding inlter alia
the' award bad fo>r uncertainty, and that the
case shotîld a1so be sent back to the' Superior
Court to ,tllow the defendants to an4wer the'
tàils anci aric/es.

On appeal to the' Supreine Court of Canada
it ivas

Ili'/i (Q That there was nt) uncertainty in
the avard, as the' words of the ;award and
noictice wvere sufflcient of thenisel%-es to, descnibe

*the proî>erty intended to lie e\propriated, and
which xvas valiied liv the' arbitrators.

JIe/d, (2) 111,1 the' motion for leave tc>
anstver faitv and carticl's ivas proper>' refused.
TASCHEîEAU, .1. dissenting.

.Appeal allowed %vîth costs.
/)z/anie, Q.C., for the' appellants.
Bcdczitrd, for respondfents.

MAC. KERoAcv,

C ftcs I'ttjn1< 6 isha 4 cc jclbl<e

64 -Finz/jugmetl>pe(eibe tinrs.

c. rjS R. S. (7. -Ari.v. Sig, S.'c, C C. P.-i

C C P. - 'romissrv iile'd.cuc -A r.

A o-rit of capias having been issued against
McK. under the Îprovisi',ns of art. 798 of C. (. il,
(l>.Q.), lie petitioned to lie discharged under
art. 819, C. C. P., and issue having been
joined on the plea;dings under art. 82o, C. C. P>.
the' petition was disnîissed b>' the' SuperiorP
Court. Fromi that judgnient McK appealed
to the' Ccourt of Qucen's I3ench for Lower '
Canada <Appeal side), and that court main-
tained iht' judginent of the' Superior Court.
Thereupon iMc.K. appealed ttc the Suprerne
Court of Canada.

01n motion to quasli for want ofjurisdiction.
lie/d (rASCIIER I.:A, J., dissentîng), that the'

judgînentw~as afinal judginent in a judicial pro.
cceding %within the' nieaning of s. 28, C. 135,
R. S. C., and therefore appealable.

On the merits it was held per RITCHIE, C.J.,
and FOURNIER and TAscHERFEAU., jj., that

Fccrcary r, j888.7/tie Catnada Law journal.


