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:;l:;es in advance. If the period had elapsed
¢ was very little doubt he might have
ught his action for wages as well as for

es: he might have laid his action for

" de;ges measured by wages. It was so de-

by this Court in Rice & Boscovitz. If,

D, & man may recover his exact wages as the

Measure of hig damages, why may he not allege
kbl'invhhe' Oonlfl not find any other work, and
twﬁ lls action for the whole term at once?
ﬂctio:d be hard to make a man bring an
?nce a week as the wages accrued.

!'eapl;e ;ndgment was reversed with costs against
cohldn ent, « con?idering that the respondent
were nnot 80 claim in advance wages whi'ch
only o;‘)t due, and which could be the price
" respondent’s services, and that under
circumstances the respondent was entitled

o
i:l’- %o the wages due and accrued when he
!htuted his action," &e.

Judgment reformed.

B‘“”"‘_’ Mousseau.§ Brassard for Appellants.
Quthier & St. Pierre for Respondent.

DEZSOW (deft. below), Appellant; and SAUN-
(PIf. below), Respondent.
_ ) action o reviliate— Court—Jurisdiction.
“f:z;‘t::t an action to resilinte_ a lease, where ar-
b.',° ught i &r damnge's are a.ls.o ol'aimed, must be
in’ % the lrix:n Stup:nor or Circuit Court _:wcorq-
the iuﬁsdi:t' of rent or dt.unms' cla.lmed is
ion of the Superior or Circuit Court.
for s;’;“ﬂl}mndenﬁ sued in the Superior Court
V%Y, Viz,, $27 for assessments, and $33 for
Nation ‘;ff rent, and he also prayed for the resi-
Pleadeq the lease. A declinatory exception
peal by the appellant was rejected. In ap-
1]
Do:m,, C.J, considered that the ex:eption
douby, u?i‘i:;e been maintained. It was no
» nimnha;inlt question, and the decisions had
the ajor] ctory, but the interpretation which
shtnt? of the Court put upon the Code
O fent 1y ; wag that where a claim for damages
o oined with a demand for the resilia-
. ‘; leage, the jurisdiction is determined.
“irg. Qunt of rent or damages claimed,
Pretiingg ;;::dt'he annual value or rent of the

ong g o7 J» dissenting, thought that if the
““’!e.ein:nm value was over $200, the action
the lease might properly be brought

in the Superior Court, though the amount of
rent due or damages claimed by the action
might be less than $200. If the action was
brought simply to resiliate, the plaintiff was
clearly entitled to go to the Superior Court:
why then, because he asked something more
than the rescission of the lease, should he be
compelled to go to the Circuit Court ? .

Moxk, J., also dissenting, did not see how the
Circuit Court could resiliate a lease where the
annual rent was perhaps a thousand dollars or
more, simply because the plaintiff, in addition
to the demand for resiliation, asked something
which by itself would have come under the
jurisdiction of the Circuit Court.

Judgment : « Considering that under Arts.
887 and 1105 C.P.C., actions to rescind a lease
must be brought in the Superior or Circuit
Court, according as the amount of remt or
damages claimed is within the jurisdiction of
the Superior or Circuit Court,” &c.

‘Judgment reversed.

Forget § Roy, for the Appellant.

Loranger, Loranger & Pelletier. for the Re-
spondent.

Montreal, Dec. 22, 1877.

Present :—Chief Justice Dogion, and Justices
Moxk, Ramsay, Tessigr and Cross.

THE QUEEN V. GLASS.
Embezzlement—General Deficiency.

Held, that a clerk in a bank may be convicted of
embezzlement, on proof of a general deficiency sup-
ported by evidence of unlawful appropriation, though
no preei‘snm paid by any particular person i8 proved
10 have been taken. .

On a Reserved Case from the Queen's Bench,
Crown side, .
Rawgay, J., remarked that the Court b
already decided in the case of Glass thata-gene-
tul deficiency would not support an indictment
for larceny ; nor would it support an indict-
ment for embezzlement ; but the Ressrved Case
did not turn on that. The question was ?'Eethef
an indictment for embezzlement could not'be
maintained unless it was proved that & particu-
lar sum, coming from a particular person on a
particular occasion, was embeszled Dy the
prisoner. There was no-doubt here that the
prisoner unlawfully appropristed money, and

the jury had the whole -matter before them. ..
Doxiox, C. J., concurring, pointed out the im-



