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the interpretation which is to be given to Friday, January 18. tothis prohibitory clause is that each case Grand Truk Ry. Co. & Murray.-Petito8hould be adjudged upon its own merits. to take up instance granted.8hould the circuinstances show that the Gilbert et ai. & Gilman (No. 3 3).-Motion toalccused was lacking in good faitl, or did flot unite this cause to No. 21 between the saineCare, or was wilfully blind, so that bis arts parties, now en délibéré. (C. A.V.Would amount to a criminal carelessness or Exparte V7ictor Mathzyl.-Writ of ha beas corpusflegligence, 1 would flot hesitate to condernn. returned. Petition granted and prisoner ad-Selling to a boy of 10 or 12 years old is very mitted to bail.different froin selling to a boy of 18, 19 or 20, Dorion & Dorion. - Hearing concluded.88 far as the guilty knowledge is concerned,' C.A.V.afld whilst in the present case I do flot feel North Shore Raiiway Co. & Mc Wiiiie et ai.-'nYsieif at liberty to convict, I would flot Heard. C. A.V.heaitate an instant te do so should I feel lrwin & Lessard.-.Part heard.certain that the seller could flot have beenraisled. 
&zturday, January 19.

Lebourveau for the prosecuition. Gilbert et ai. & Giiman.-Motion to Uflite'St. Pierre, G1iobenslcy & Poirier for the No. 33 to No. 21 between the same partiesdefene. 
and lI Jnrym ý

APPEAL REGISTER-MONTREAL.

Tûesday,, January 15, 1889.
Dorien & Dorion.-Motion for substitution

granted
Wattje & Mjor.-Metion te dismniss appeal.

Cherrier & Teiokw.Had C. A.V.
POVtin & Dupuis.-Heard. C.A.V.
Devin & Oiiivon.-Heard. C. A.V.
Yofl & Cassidy.-Part heard.

Wedne8day, January 16.
Wattia & Major.-Motion te disiniss appeal

ýeJetor Without costs.
"On & Casidy.-Hearing cencluded. C.A.V.
-fcob8 & Ranqom et al.-Heard. C.A.V.
1 4n et ai. & Couette.-Part heard.

Thtursday, January 17.
Ciavant & Casavant & Miliette.-Petition tetalle Up instance granted.
Ze Parte Victor Mathy.-Petition for habeasco,.P is. Writ erdered te issue, returnable

enet ai. & Cossette. - Hearing conc]uded.

Gý6rnet & Cie. d'Imprimerie. Heard. C.A.V.
1oin& Dorion.-Part heard.

finqn & Gilbert (No. 2 l).-Desistinent as
P8rt of dlaim, filed by Gilman after ad-

Jlnzjtof Court.

Carie & Parent.-Confirmed. 9
Stefani & Monbieau.-Confirrmpd. Motion

for leave -te, appeal to Privy Council. Rule
nisi returnable 24th.

Maire & Conseil de Sorel & Vt-ncent.-Con.
firmed.

Ouimet & Cie. d'Imprimerie.-Con6irmed,
each party paying bis Own costs in both
Courts.

Longtin & Robitaiiie.-Confirmed.
Oui met & Canadian Express Co.-Reversed,

and $200 darnages allowed appellant Churcb,
J., diss.

Milliken & Bourget.-Confirmed.
Montpiaisir & Banque Ville Marie.-Petitien

fer reprise d'instance granted.
Iruin & Lessard.--Hearing resumned and

continued to 219t.

COURT 0F QUEEN's BENCH-
MONTREAL.*

Long e8tabished industry-Tanney....p
0 ion0of running stream-Nuiance-.Injuiction.

The appellant and bis predecessors, had,
frein time immemorial,carrieden the business
of tanning leather in Côte des Neiges-that
being the principal industry of the village.
A sinaîl streain, which. ran threugh the
lands of both parties, and which was partly
used as a drain, received certain nexioue
substances from the tannery. The respen-

*To appear in Montreal Law Reporte, 4 Q.B.,


