
Gregoire & Gregoire.-Judgment reversed,
Monkr, J., dise

Wi)2tt & Gilmour & Marchand .- Motion to
dismiss appeal rejected without costa Motion
to unite appeal and cross appeal, rejected
without costs.

Reinhardt & Davidson.-Motion for com-
Pletion of record dismissed with coets.

Duranceau & Lartze.-Petition for leave to
LlPpeal granted.

Roma & Ros.-Motion to dismiss appeal
granted.

La Baque crEpargne & La Banque Jacques
Cartier.- Judgment reversed. Motion for
appeal to Privy Council, granted by consent.

Ctwzens Inmurance Co. & Bourguignon.-
Judgment reversed.

Kiefer & Whitehead.- Heard on motion to
dismias appeal. C. A. V.

McShane & Byron et al.-Heard on motion
for leave to appeai from interlocutory judg-
ment, c. A. V.

-Rosa & Stearn.-Heard on menits. Judg-
ment conifirmed.

-Rosa & Pringle.-Heard on menits. C. A. V.
Great North Western Telegraph Co. &

Archambati & cross appeal.-Hearing on
mÛerit5J commenced.

January 26.
Macdougaa & Demers.-Hearing de flS.

Conclude<j. C. A. V.
Great North Western Telegraph Co. &

Archambaudt, and cross appeaL-Hearing con-
tinueri.

January 27.
KiçjTer & Whitehead.....Motion for dismis-

da' Of appeal, granted for costa.
McSane & ByrOn....Motion for leave to ap-

peal from Interlocutory judgment, rejected.
Dainfu Ie8qe--Judgment confirmed.De Blois & La corporat,, de St. 1Prançoi8

du Lac-.Judgmm confIrmàed.
MStde &I LSociEtE St- JT-Bte. de V'aley-

fteld.-Judgmieat confirmed.
.Evan8 & Moee-Jdmn confirmed,

Ramsay and Cross, JJ., di88.
Corner~ & Byrd.-Judgrment reformed aud

damages reducer to $2,500. Ramsay and
Oro"a, Ji., dias. were for reversing wholly
and diarnising action. Appeal and croSq ap.,
peal to P. C., grante<j by consent 

Brunet & L'Âssociation Pharmaceutique de
la Province de Qubec.-Judgment reversed.

Redfield & La Banque d'Hochelaga.-Motion
to dismiss appeal. C. A. V.

Petelle & &t IZoui8.-Motion for lbave to ap-
peal from interlocutoryjudgment. Rejected.

Great North Western Telegraph Co. &
Archambaidle; and Archambait & Great North
Western Telegraph Co.-Heaning on merits
concluded. C. A. V.

The Court adjourned to March 15.

SUPERIOR COURT-MONTREAL.*
Libel-Mercantile agency-Privileged communi-

cation-Damages.
The defendant, a mercantile agency, sent a

circular to its subscribers with the words "«eaul
at office," in reference to the plaintifse, dry
gooda merchanta of Montreal. Those Who
enquired at the office, including a newspaper
correspondent who was not a subecriber, were
informed that the plaintiffs had applied for su
extension of time on a large indebteduesa te
their English creditors. This information
was untrue, and was based upon a rumour
which the defendant had not verified. The
report injured the plaintiffs' credit, and em-
barrassed them in their business.

HELD :-That the reporte of a mercantile
agency te ita subseribers are not pnivileged
communications, though made in good faith,
sud from information upon which it relies;
and such agency comes under the general
rule which makes every person capable of
discerning right from wrong responsible for
the damage caused by his fault te another,
whether by positive act, imprudence, negbect
,or want of akili.

2. The defendant, having been guilty of
groasl negleet in circulating a report of su in-
Jurious nature without verifying it, the dam-
ages, though no special amount waa proved,
were assessed at $2,000. Carsley et al. v. The
.Bradstreet Company. Loranger, J., Nov. 20,
1885.

Evocation-Tugement de la Cour Supérieure- Va-
lidité de l'évocation admi se-Renvoi subsEquent
du dossier ài la Cour de Circuit.
JUGÉ :-lo. Qu'un jugement de la Cour Su-

périeure ne peut être révisé par la même
* To apPear ina Montreal Law Reporte, 281. C.

Mljbiàlx»s.


