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Notes of Canadian Cases,
SUPREJ--IIR COURT ObFIUDICA TtRE F-OR ONT7AIO1.

FIIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.

Queenz's Bencli Diqjsz*oll.

DiveI Court.] [May 22.
IN RE FIANNA~ 7, COULSON.

The word 1'defendaint" as used in s. 235, et.feq., of the D>ivis ion Courts Aci,
R.S.O., c. 51, means the person sued ir. the action, aînd does net includle a
garnishee,

Prohibition te a Division Court granted where the pril;eary creditors, #
havinx obtained judgnient against the garnishee, issued an after-jurdgnent
sommnons against hini.

Ay/n.'r/hQ-~C., for the primnary creditors.
Sw;ta6b for the garnishee.

IN REC R01UN0N A~ND Ci-u )' ST. 'riï«»i.ýs.

tompiny.l/>wjo/i-.lii> Acit, ct.j . 4., S. Sô.

A by-law passed by a city cotîncil rati6ied an agreement betw<een the city
and r.telephone company, providiné; that no other person, firin, or comipany
should, for five years, have any license or permission to use any oif the public

sietetc., of the city for the pttrpose of carrying on any telephone btsines..
Jk,/d, that thisbhy-lawv was in contravention of s. 286 of the Niunicipal Act,

;5Vict., c. 43, and %vas /Itra vires of the counicil and it was quashed accord-

/efin/m1lh for the applicant.
C. .lc)ue/,Q.C., for the city corporation.
.. 1lI'oid for the Bll Telephone Co.

C/sancery D)ivision.

l)iv'l Court.1 [.Aprl ý2

THE ONrRoINVLs1i.%EN'i AssocmmIO v. L>ýYs,

Comanyjoni tsk- e/t.n~~ <f s/sares- objeci <f1- '/eui etils - l>I
biiy ofIfesu*I>tr.

The defendant accepted shares ini the p!aintiff association at the rt.quesiî
of the president and managini director for the purpose of attending a meeting
of ahireholders and forming a quorumn, and gave bim a power of attorney to


