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lien, cette Cour le condamne & payer aux appe-
lants tous les frais encourus en Cour de premiére
instance qu'en Révision, et sur le présent appel.”
(M. le Juge Monk et M. le Juge Tessier ne con-
courent pas dans ce jugement.)
J udginent reformed.

Béique & McGoun for Appellants.

. Boy & Boutillier for Respondents.

MoNTREAL, Sept. 17, 1880.

Sir A. A. Dorion, C.J., Moxk, RaMsAY and
Cross, JJ.

Dogig, Appellant, and THE BoarD oF TEMPORAL-
17188, &c., Respondents.

Appeal to Privy Council—Inyunction—C.C.P.
1178.

An appeal lies to the Privy Council from a judg-
ment of the Queen's Bench dissolving an in-
Junction, where the matler in dispute exceeds
£500 stg.

The appellant Dobie moved for leave to ap-
peal to H. M. in Her Privy Council from the
judgment of June last (p. 244).

Morris, for the respondent, resistcd the ap-
plication, on the ground that the action was by
way of injunction, and that no appeal lay. He
cited O'Farrell & Brassard, 1 QL.R. 214 ; Belle-
ville & Doucet, 1 QL.R. 250; and Pacaud §
GQagné, 17 L.C.R. 357.

Macmaster, for the appellant, relied on 1178
C.C.P, and Buntin § Hibbard, 1 L.C.L.J. 60.

Sir A. A. Dorion, C.J., said the report of
O Farrell § Brassard, 4 Q.L.R. 214, was not quite
correct. It had not been held that no appeal
lay from a prohibition, but that no appeal lay
where there was no matter in dispute exceeding
the sum or value of £500 stg. The same may
be said of the short holding in Paceud & Gagné.
Mondelet, J., said that this case did not fall
within any of the dispositions of the statute re-
gulating appeals to Her Majesty (p. 375.) The
appeal was also refused on the same ground in
Bellefeuille & Doucet. But we granted the ap-
peal in Joly & Macdonald (2 Legal News, 104),
becatse there was in dispute a sum exceeding
£500 stg. There is also in this case a matter
in dispute greatly exceeding that amount, and
therefore leave to appeal should be granted.
Leave to appeal is granted, however, without

suspending the effect of the judgment dissolving
the injunction.
Leave to appeal granted.
Macmaster, Hall & Greenshields, for Appellant
Dobie.
J. L. Morris, for Respondents.

Lovseau, Appellant, and CHARBONNEAU, RespoD-
dent.

Appeal to the Q.B. in forma pauperis.

The Court of Queen's Bench may grant leave 10
appeal to that Court in forma pauperis.

Motion by defendant Loyseau, for leave to
appeal in_forma pauperis. The defendant was in
prison under a judgment of contrainte par corps
in default of payment of damages. It was ob-
jected that the Court had not power to grant
leave to appeal in forma pauperis; Legault &
Legault, 16 L.C.R., p. 163. Art. 31 C.C.P. only
applies to the Superior Court.

8ir A. A. Dorion, C.J. Leave to appeal in
forma pauperis was accorded provisionally in
Chambers, and confirmed subsequently by this
Court in Prevost & Rodgers (in June 1878). The
Court, in this case, grants leave to appeal i
Jorma pauperis, there appearing to be some irre-
gularity in the form of the judgment, but with-
out expressing any opinion as tv whether this
irregularity will be considered fatal.

Leave to appeal in forma pauperis gmnf'ed

Longpré & David, for Appellant.

Roy & Boutillier, for Respondent.

ANgERs, Atty. Gen., Appellant, and MoRRAY)
Respondent.

Appeal to Privy Council.

The Court of Queen's Bench will refuse leave
appeal to the Privy Council from a judym‘”‘
of the Q. B. rejecting an appeal to the QB
Jor want of jurisdiction.

Sir A. A. Dorion, C.J. Two motions were
made, one to order back the record which b
been sent back to the Court below, in order ¥
move for leave to appeal to Her Majesty ; the
other for leave to appeal to Her Majesty.
appeal to the Court of Queen’s Bench was reé-
jected on motion, because it had been institt
more than forty days after the judgment * (1037

* See 3 Legal News, p. 108.




