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SUPREME COURT 0F CANADA.

FRANK JEWELL v. JOHN J. DOIRAN, JOHN P.
COIJLSON AND J. J. MACKIE.'

Appu&J--Supretue Court of Canada - uprerne Court Act 1913-Eetewsion of Juriadictiont-No Application to Action In8litutedbefore Amendment-Refu&al to Affirrn Juri8dîction.

SUP'. CT. £AN. Jùeld, that the amendinent of 1913 to the Su-Preine qCourt Act extending its juriadiction did nlot apply ta an ap-peai in an action brought prior to the said atnendment, even thouglithe judgraent froin which the appeal was sought was of subsequent
date.

WiUliam8 v. Irvine, 22 ýS. C. R, d08S; Hyde~ v. Lind8ay, 20ý S.4C. R, 90 and Colonial Sugar Refluing CJo. v. Irvine, [1905] A. 0.MO%, followed.

Motion under Rule 1 of the Supreme Court Rules to
affirm the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of Canada,
under the following circurustances.

The wrýit iii titis action was i.ssued on November 26th,
1912. Thie pibiiiitifr ]in bis staitement of dlaimt alleged that
ho was entitled t(o re-over f rom the deferidants the posession
if certain goods, andi ehiattels of wichl he hiad been wrong-

fly eprived, and claimed $5,000. thleir vaine, and in the
altenatve, aîngesfor conversionl. The action was tried

oit Ille iith an -2-5th day ' s of Junie, 1913, and judgment pro-
imnouie hy ffoN. N1l. JsxnBTONon 4th July. 1913,

ili whe eld 41 (. W. N. 158S], thiat the plaintiff wais
enife t rro-Ii-l oJ ceýrtalingo andi chiattels or their

~aue na drete rfeenetoth 0 8 fastr t inquire,
asuertaiji ~ ~ ~ I( 11wd reot>î esetbt sliue aild asý t their

preent t u i tii lstuflc itiotntofIo~,if ansustainedl
bv he laitif. Iy ra~o ofanyporionof the said prop-

et i liingItii. iootgedor edrydwIlî c ini the possýessin
(>f~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~m th lfnlns wtr îe os lîadn been ocsoe

k~~~JH orial ~ i-tar. lie tii Judgce also ld]( thiat
bit deunanî w reiitot hle for aîîy defauli on Ille part

(J (>,,;,riot* tnat ufI lite botl in which the goods and
chate! 5wer coiîbaincd. 1,titc'r dirctonsnn costs were

resrvel.'flc laitif apcaedfroîtitis jîîd gmieît to the
C-1r0 of pcl.TIhe appeal wais ailomid and bte judgment

iit'ZO1,, haid 'lolding thiat bthe defendants were guilty of
a (Oitcrsonaid wrr liable to pay the plttintift the value

or f- go is o eonverted, andi rnade a reference to the Master


