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ABoRTIO-N-See Criun. Law 6.

ACCIDENT INSURANCE - SCe IInsur-
ance, Acecidenlt.

&ccobîPLucES-See Cr-in. Law 5.
ADVERTISING IDEA, USE 0ie - Sec

Contract 2.
AGENcy-See Contraets 3.

ÂPPBÂAL-SL-E ALSO ELECTMON 3.

1. ACTION TO SET ASIDE MUNICIPAL
BYLA.W --SUPIZEMIE AND EXCIEEQUER
COURTS ACT, S. 24(G).

In virtue of a by-law passed at ea ineet-
ing of the council of the corporation of
the city of Quebec, iii the absence of the
mayorbut presi ded over by a couniilciIlo r
elected to the chair iii the -absenlce of
the mayor, an anuanl tax of $800 wvas
imposed on the Bell Teleplione Coin-
pany of canada, the appellants, and a
tai of $1,0DO on tlie Quebec Gas Coin-
pany. In actions instituited by the
-appellants for the purpose of annulling-
the by-law, thie Court of Queen 's Beneli
for Lower Canada (appeal side) re-
-versed the jndginent of tlie Superior
Court and disinissed the actions, hbld-
.ing the tax valid. On cappeal to the
supreme court Of Caiadla:*

JJeld, tliattlic cases were niot appeail-
able, the :appellants flot ha,,ving, taken
Ont or been refused, afteî' ar-gumen(It, ta
râle or order quasliîîg the by-law iii
question, within the ternis of s. 24 (g)
Of the Supreine and Exciiequer Courts
Ace, providing for appeals in calses of
-Municipal by-laws.

'Varennes v.Verch?ùres, 19 S.C. R. 365.
Sherbrooke v. McManainy, 18 S. C. B.

594followedl. A.ppeal quashed witliout

costs. Bell §Pephomc Co. v. City of
Quebec; Quebec Gas Co. v. City of Qite-
bec. Supreine Court of Canada, April,
1892.

L.ELEAVE TO APPE IL ETNSo
oîý TiýmE-APLICATJON AFTER EXî'îR-
ATION 0Fz Tiirw, - E-XCIIEQUEr COURT
ACT, 1SS7, s. 51-53 V., c. 353 s. 1
GROUNDS FOR EXTENSION.

Where sufficient grounds are dis-
closed, the tinte for leave to appeal
froin a judgmnent of the Exehecquer
Court of Canadai preseribed by s. 51 of
the Exehequer Court Act, as ainended
by 53 V., c. 35, s. 1, may be extended
after sueli prescribed tinte lias expired.
The application iii titis tase was made
wvithîn tliree days after tlie expiry of
the thirty days wvithlin whicli an appeal,
cotild liave been taken.

(2) The faLct that a solicitor wlîo lias
received instructions to appeal lias
falleil ill before carryjing out sucli in-
dra'ctions, aff'ords a sufficient ground
upon which ail extension in-ay be
allowed after the tinie for leave to
appeal prescribed by the statute lias
expired.

(3) Pressure of public business pre-
ventin-r a consultation between tlue

IAttorney-Generai for Canada and his
solicitor within the prescribed tinte for
leave to aIppea1, is sufficient reason for
an etninbeing granted, althougli
the application th erefor niay not be
inade luntil after the eXpiry of suceli
prese.ribed tinle. Claric v. Regbtmit
lExcluequer Court of Canada., M1ardi
1892.

Amu~T FO MISEMEAOR -See

Criiii. Lawv 1.
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