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self to blame if an innocent purchaser of the
brewery retained ail the plant which he found
therein, when adjudged to bim.-Budden 4'
.Knight, 3 Q. L. R. 273.

Iijunetion.-1. The writ of injunction 15 a
civil renîedy provided an(l regulated by the
laws of %ngland for the protection of property
and the maintenance of civil rights; and the
Imperial Statute 14 Geo. 111, c. 83, s. 8, having
enacted in effect, that in tHe Province of Quebec
44 in ail matters of property and civil rights re-
sort shouid be hiad to the laws of Canada as the
mile for the decision of the sanie," and that al
suits respecting such property and civil rights
should 44be determined agreealy to the said
laws and customus of Canada" until chaniged by
subsequent legisîntion ; and the proceedig by
injunction ,îot having been established by any
subsequent legislation applicable to the said
Province, it cantnt lie allowed as a general re-
nicdy, or aK a rerndy in a case siiel as the
prusent.-Carter v. Breakey, 3 Q. L R. 113.

2. Tht. powvers, of a civil nature, of the Court
of King's lienclh and of the judges thercof, as
created, defincd and rcgîîlated by the provincial
statute 3t Gco. 114, c. 6, -. '8, and now vested
in tHe Superior Court, an!d iii the judges there-
of, do not include the power of granting writs
of injonction.-1h.

3. Although, for the reasons above mcntioned,
the writ of injunction nvcr has been, and is
not îîow, in the Province of Quebec, a legal re-
medy except in particular cases providcd for by
the legislature, yet tHe prerogative writ of man-
danilus, wliich is gcnerally used "ifor public
purposes, and to compel the performance of
public dutties," lins, at ail tumes, since the Pro-
vince becanie a Býritish colony, been a legal
remedy therein, as an incident to the public
law of the empire-lb.

4. The writ of injunction and the writ of
inandamus, although they mnay in some cases
produce ncarly identical effects, are not in prin-
ciple, nor gencrally speaking, thec sanie; and,
therefore, Art. 1022 C. P., expressly allowing
the writ of niandanins in certain cases, cannot
be considered as tacitly allowiing the writ of in-
junction iii the sanie cases-lb.

Insolvent Act.-]l. It is flot necessary that the
aiffidavit under section 9 of the Insolvent Act
of 1875 shonld show that tho dlaim. is flot se-
cured, provided such affidavit be in the forma
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prescribed by the Act.-Barbeau .LOC' 1

Q.L. R. 187.
2. A creditor who bas no domicile l

Province of Quebec is not bound .o s"eOul
rity for costs in suing out a writ of tt&ch
-Reed v. Larochelle, 3 Q. L. R. 93. the 

3. The holder of negotiable pape D

aa(l enolorser of whichi have per, beC0n
vent, and wbo bas received a dividen f0

one of tbcm, cannot prove bis Clain, 8500
the estate of the other for the fu11 au b
mentioned in the paper-on the cOfltrry A
must deduct the aniount of dividend reC 8çtr

fronifthe estate of the other party. t I
proof mnade, dividends are recel ve d fr0»'et
estate of another party, the creditor i8S,1

theless, entitled to dividen(ls uipon thedlo
aniotnt l)roved; provided the di videllds 0c
exceed 1 00 cents in the dollar on thbalào

really due.-m re Rochelle, 3 Q. L. IR. 9. i
4. One Fanmer, a hotel-keeper, being î08ef

indcbted to the appeliant, a notarialdeOf1
diily registered, wad passed betwee t
whereby- Fanmer sold to appellant, 'With 1
of redenîption within three years, certai»l>
able and imnioveable property, coluiprisiulgte

liotel and furnittîre, being the bulk of is -tiot,
for a certain statcd valuable consîde ý
Fanmer reniained in possession of the Prte
under lease froni appellant, and cofiti» lie

carry on bis business as usual. Abou1t ge
montlîs aftcrwards lie became baflkro'Pt 10
flie respondent was appointed bis 998î1i 0 fe

the nicantime appellant lîad, withFaot
consent, granteol a lease of tHe Inrelbe

Trilîey anol Johnson, in whose bands the O
wlien respondent revendicated t'heu' 0 d;J#
Farnier's insolvcîît estate. Trihey a»d A

son did îîot contest, but the appellgsnt dj o
vened and claimed the effectis under th de
sale above nientioned. Tlîe respon1deî e
tested the intervention, prayed to "1
deed in q1uestion annulled and set 91side'tI
ing been made in fraud of Farxer's C

lleld, tbat under the circunistances 1110'', tbe

no fraud or illegal preference,' eitber Wib'C
provisions of the Insolvent Act or of th Vt
Code, and that even were fraud disCîo!O
Court could not, on such an issue, il d
fraudulent and annul that part Of th1e dw 5

fecting the immoveabts.-Bcll i 4.
Q. L. B. 243.


