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Quebec.] ~o.S
LitvPMv. SCHOOL COMMISSION1~R 0 F CITY 0r THRES RIVERs.

Bond inake!-r dsr.sRSPQ r. 2073-Fees of ~fc~Ffr

E. Larivière, a scliooiistress, by ber artion clainied $t1,24,3 as fees due
to her iiirtue ofs. 68, c. 15, C.S.L.C. (now 9. 2073, R.S.P.Q.), witich were
coiiected by tie sciiool comtnissioners of the city of Three* Rivers whie Shoe
was empioyed by thern. At the time of the action the plaintiff had ceased to
be in their empioy. The Court of Queen'i Bench for Lower Canada (Appe al
side), affirming the judgînent of thii Superior Court, disinissedi the action.

On a motion to the Supremie Court of Canada to aliow bond in appeal, the
saine ha.'ing been refused by a judge of the court below, the registrar of the
Supreme Court and a Judge in Chamnbers, on the grou"d that tie case was nut
appealable,

Ife/d, (i) That the matter in dispute did not relate to any office or fées of
office %vithin the meaning of s, 29 (b) of the Supremne and £Ecchequer Courts
Act, c. t 35.

(a) E ven assuming it did, that, there being no right in future involved,
the amouniI ii, dispute being iess than $ý,,ooo, the case wvas not appealabie.

(3) The words, II where the rights in future miglit be bouind," in said s-S. (b,
Of 1. 29, govern ail tie preceding words, IIany fee of office," etc. Cliaqnon v.
Norinand (t6 S.C.R. 661) and Gilbert v. Gilinan (16 S.C.R. 189) referred to.

Motion refused with costs.
Jeû.ùie for the miotion.
bfcDt;u.g'al, c'ontra.

British Columbia.] [May 21.
THE SHIP ",MINNIF" v. TuIE QU1iEN.

Setz Fis/zery (Nlot /'eîfic) Act, 189J' (.56,J7 I/id. (U.J, c. --3, - s 1 and 4
notdca/>tice 0/ OrdL'r i! Gozmcil /Àier-i'udep I>r-olocal of exaiiation

of/ qgÊ'dùýe ship by A'ussian 7*er 7,esd- Su./1identy jf- Presence 'Wlhlu',;
/nrohibited zone - lJmftcr-/h;o /cs*;tippon o.f lieibility-l!?'/dence
-2îu.estioi of/ac.

* -The Atlmiraity Court is bouind to take judicial notice of an Order in
Councit from wI,:, li the court derives its jurisdliction issued under the authority
of the Act of the Inîperial Parliament, 56 & 57 Vict., C. 23, the Seai Fisher%'
(North Ilacific) Act, 1893, without proof.

* A Russian cruiser nîanned by a crew in the pay of the Russian Cuvern-
ment, and in commîand of an officer of the Russian navy, is a Ilwar vessel l
within the meaning of the said Order in Couincil, and a protocol of examina-
tîo'î of an offending Ilritiah ship by such cruiser, signed by the officer in comi-
mand, i!%admissible in evidence in proceedings taken in Uic Admiralty Court
in an action for condemnation under the said Seal Fishery (North Pacific)

* Act, 1893, and is proof of its contents.
The ship in question in this case having been seized within the prohibited

* waters of the thirty.muie zon. round the Komandorsky Islands, fuliy equipped


