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JIcld, bliat tAie building for whieli a
contract ]md beeti entered into, having
been coitipletedl ovr lj1rq years ago,(
there reinained but tAie question of
costs and thle 8545 elaimi for bricks iii
dispute bctween the parties, iu the
j ndgin cnt, appea led fi-0otu, and t,îa t

mon vsnot suficieîît to give
jurisdiction fo the supreiîîe court of*
Canada, under IR. S. C. c. 135ý S. 29.
'The appeal was quashied wit1î costs.
C1owcn v. Di ans, Supreine Ct. ofCa- nada,
24. June 1893.

4. JWfl5DIICiIO,\-.i\MOUNT IN CON-
TrzovE.Rsy-54-55 VIOT. CAP. 25, Sri.,
4-QuBIIE'r..

Ou1 the 3Othi Septemnber, 1891, ywheni
the Stattute 54-55 Viet., c. 25, s. 4,as
passed, enacting that flic amounit de-
mnded and 11oÙ, tliat.recover-ed slîould
deterînine tie riglit to a.ppeal whenl
the riglit to appeal is depeîîdent apon
the ainounit in dispute, the Superior
Court had enî délibéré ail action of
dainages brought by the respondent
against tAie appellant for S3 050 of
daniages. The Superior Court on tAie
5tlî Deceniber, 1891, disnîiissed the
respondent's action. On appeal to the
Court of Queen'ls I3enchi for Lower
Caniadai (appeal side) the Court on thc
23rd Fcbruary, 1893, rccrig i
jugnient (if the Supcrior Court, grantcd
$"880 damiages to respondent with in-
terest froun the lOt-h Junie, 1887. Ou
appe-al to the Suiprenlie CL. of Cainada.

JIfeld, thaï; the Statute 54-55 Vie.,' c.25Y did Dot apply to cas2s pendilge
and as Ui anint of the jtudgmneuit
appealed fin was under 82,000 the
case wvas not appealable, followingo.on
the question or the ulou-retroactivity
of thc Statu te, \Villiaîns v. Irvine, (21),
Can. S. C. R. 108) and ats to the ainount
iii dispute, ïMoulette v. Lefebvre, (16
Cai. S. C. R. 357). Gwynuie, JT., dis:-
seniting. A.ppeal quaslîed with costs.
(Yowam v. E vaits, Supr-cie Cù. of Canada,
24 Junie, 1893.

NOTE. -The appeal of thi Moti-ceai Stri-et
Raiway Co. v. carrière, aî-gned at the Oc-
toher session1 iS8M wils ,qtuashied on tie saine
grounids.

>JuitusoGIo-N-A3tour î_- Co>ý-
TRovERSY-51-55 V., c. 25, s. 4-NoN-
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Iii if actioni broLiglit, by tie rees-
poiidcits on the '25th Jii1y, 1889.,
<laimnig ý'5,O00 daunages alleged Io
bîave beezi sustaiized by tiieni by the
prioductioni of a pleut and iiîcideîîtak.
deind bY the -appellazits lu a Case
befoî-e the Superior Court for thie
distr-ict of «Mon treal, under iiil)I

t28 Me Superior Court on the 27t1i
day of' Septemiber, 18I90, gî-aîted $30o
dainages to tiie respo îîdeiits.

The aplasdefeîîdanîts, theu
appealcd to the Court of Qiueei'ýs
Beiîch, aîîd that Court ou tie 28t]h
Fcebruary, 1893, couîfirined the judg-
mîent of the Superior Court.

On appeal to the Supreine Cour-t of
Can-ada,

If-eldl, foflo0wiug Williaîiis v. Irvine.
22 Se. R. 1os) that 54-55 V.) c. 25, did
not apply to cases peudiurg before the
Couî't ou the 3Oth Sept. 1891, anid 1 Ilet
aippeal should be qnaslhed foi- want; uf'
juî-îsdictîoui-Gwvyîîie, J., dissentinig

he appeat wma quaslîcd witlî costs.
ilitchell v. fL',enholiue, Supreime Court
of Canada., 24 June 18S93.

f;. Rl(u oiz- 54-55 V.,ý c. 25. ýs. 4-
M-iiouNT iN DISPUT]r-JU.RISDiCTio-

QUE BECi.c

lIn an action of dainages for $5,000
brouglît for the deatli of ai pcrsoîî by «i
consor-t, the Superior Court in A.pzil
1891, cî-anted-81,000 dartnages and thii
judgIneîît was acquiesccd in b)y tiue
plai ntiff, but (leicldan t appea1ed tu
tic Court of Qtneen'ls Bcnchi anîd thaý,t
'Court affiimed the judgineut of Mie
Stuperior Court in Pecexnber, 1 S91~
54-55 V., c. 25, s. 4, declariî< that
"wlîenever the rigrht, to appeal is

dependent; upoui the ýamouîit i l iýSIîîte
such. auiontt shall be uîîderstood to he
tiat deînanded and not Miat recovered,
if tlîey -tre diffez-cit,"1 wa.s saiîctioiîeil
:3Otlî Septe'nber, 1891. On appeal to
the Supreine Court of Ca-nada,.-

IIeld, that 51-55 Vict. did not ;îpply
to sucli :% case, anid thaï; the case W-1,1
ziot appealable. Mon ette v. Lefetivre.
(16 Cau. S. C. R. 357); XVilliais v. Ir-
vine, (22 Can. S. C. R. 108S). ppi
quashcd with. co-sts. M1ilis v. Limoges.
8upreme Court of Canada, 2-4 Juflc,

4. RIGILT Or,- NEW TRIAL.
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