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8Ied bY the wltnesses ; but only notes of a
ahOrt band writer without any written consent:

both parties, however, have participated in this
I&Ode of proceeding, and are bound by it.

4 b6ott 4. CJO., for plaintiffs.
4 Asumme 4 CO., for defendant.

SUPERIOR COURT IN REVIEW.

Montreal, Jan. 31, 1878.
MACKÂy, TORRÂNCE, DORION, JJ.

~TuaGEON, Insolvent, and COUPAL, Ir&tvg.

[From, S. C. St. Francis.
%4 tAct - Fraudulent issue of Attachment.

àfAcRÂvA, J. Jacques Turgeon made affidavit
14drthe Insolvent Act of 1875, against hie

"ou Pierre, and an attachment issued. Coupai,
9 c1redit<». of Pierre, intervened, and alleging
that Pierre neyer was a trader, and that there
14 frauduient concert between father and son,
DettiOned. to, quash the attachment. Subse-
q?4eltlY, by an intervention, he asked the
8%e thing for the same reasons. The In-
te7yntion was contested by Jacques Turgeon,
býtte Judgment à quo malntained the inter-

and declared that plaintiff had no right
o74n e out the attachment. This judgment

~8 econfirmed. Ail that I see of the trans-
ACQtlo8 between father and son were in fraud

1e Inervenant, and the insolvency proceed-
*ere 'neant to work fraud against hlm

St0 hhnder. bim.

0 Judgment confirmed.
-Bé .8 langer, for int rvenant.

4
'Ooka 4 CO., for contestant.

MÂcKAy, DUNKIN, RÂJNVILLU, JJ.

FAIR v. BALDWIN.

[From S. C. St. Francis.
1 flJoivent Act- Fraudaient &cretion.
xo&eJ.- This is an appeal from the dis-

î f; 8St. *Prancis. Pair le the assignee of
I Hazeltine, insolvents. In October,

the firra conceived the idea of spoiling
Olt Creditor (other than their relatives) ; so

toaway with almoat ail they haît of
M~tr buildings to one relative, the stock

«W oAnother, a valuable mortgsge to
4 11t ucie of Lathrop's wife. When

444 they called a meeting of (redit-

ors, at which what littie remained was put into,
a trusteeship for the creditors, the trustee being
defendant's son. The judgment is evidently
right. The transfer to defendant was one of a
lot of fraudulent transfèe and secretions of
property to cheat creditors perpetrated in the
most hardy manner by the firm of Lathrop&
Hazeltine, and ail who took those transfèe had
presumably knowledge that the firm was ln-
solvent.

Judgment confirmed.
Ive# 4. Brown, for plaintiff.
Doac 4 Co., for defendant.

MAVKAy, ToRRNaz, DORiON, JJ.

MÂCRASTUR di al. V. ROBU3RTION.

[Prom S. C. Montreal.

Insolvent Act-Ar. 825 C. C. P. not repeakdI
thereby.

MÂcKÂY, J. The defendaut who was capias-
sed, is now moving under Art. 825 C. C. P.,
furnishing sureties before the Prothonotary.
Under that article be has offered bail before the
Prothonotary, but the latter seems to have
halted. It is opposed by plaintiffs that under
sect. 127, Insolvent Act of 1875, 825 C. C. P. la
repealed. We hold the contrary. The defend-
ant has two remedies, and may pursue the one
of the Code. The judgxnent so holding we
confirm.

DORION, J. There is another reason. This
le not a final judgment susceptible of revision.
It is on a simple petit#on.

Judgment confirmed.
Davidson 4- CJo., for plaintiffs.
L. N. Ber&jamin, for defendant.

MACKIY, DUNKIN, RAINVILLB, Ji.

MARTIN v. MUNîcIPALITY or TowNemr op Anco.

[Prom. C. C. St. Francis.

Ngligence, Contibuory-Drunkyness.

MACK.AY, J. The defeudants have been conk-
demned in $200 damageff suffered by plaintiff
through aileged defect in a road. The declara-
tion says that defendants were negligent lu
keeping up the road; that on the day of the
accident plaintiff waa driving a team, and
pedler's sleigh, and the~ sleigh waa upset, and
plaintifWs nib broken, causing hlm to be 1aiti
Up six weeks in bed. The plea, denying the»


