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Laflamme et Chenevert, avocats du requérant.
Ethier, Lavallée, Butler, Jarry et Damphousse, avocats 

de l’intimée.
* * *

NOTES.—Meredith, J., 1875, Ex parte Mathews, 1 Q. L. R., 
353.—“Where It Is not plain that an inferior tribunal had 
Jurisdiction, the Superior Court, or a judge, will grant a cer­
tiorari, notwithstanding that the right to it, as respects judg­
ments of such luferlor tribunal, has been expressly taken away 
by statute.

Stuart, J., 1876, Ex parte Thompson, 2 Q. L. R., 115.—“A 
prima facie case showing want, or excess, of jurisdiction, or 
that the Court was illegally convened and Irregularly con­
stituted, will be sufficient to obtain the writ.”

COUR SUPERIEURE.

Séquestre. — Saisie-gagerie en expulsion. — Meubles 
saisis. — Loyers des sous-locataires.

MONTREAL, 4 Janvier 1911.

Brüneau, J.

J. P. NUGENT vs DAME E. J. MIDDLETON et vir.

Jugé.—lo. Que bleu que l’article 1823 du Code civil n’est pas 
limitatif, le séquestre ne doit être ordonné que pour des 
raisons graves ;


