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;;‘ii be a bold man who should advise any
that 1 Wh(.) has made money out of a company
TMoter e wxll' not be. held to have been a pro-
¢0mp;;n' Jufles are inclined to find in favor of
disincliles in suc'h cases, and the judges are
thes ineci to disturb such findings; while
what as absolutely no exhaustive definition of
mounts to a promoter,

NOTES OF CASES.

COURT<OF QUEEN’S BENCH.
[In Chambers.]
MoNTREAL, July 16, 1879.

8y,
BRIDAN, Appellant, and T OTTAWA AGRI-
cuLTUrRAL INsorANCE Co., Respondent.

4ppeal 10 Supreme Court—Amouxt tn  contro-
versy.”

Hutchinson, fi

Bl , for the Insurance Company

Sll’lphed in Chambers for leave to appeal to thé
Preme Court of Canada, from the judgment

of the c
. 206, ourt of Queen’s Bench, reported ante

Oflz'l:ZaTnel, Q.C., objected that as the amount
abpent judgment was only $1650, there was no
eataty }:0 the Supreme Court. In the Act
vided :hing the Sup.reme Court, sect. 17 pro-
dispute dt}t no case in which the amount in
But 1 id not reach $2,000 could be appealed.

) the amending Act, assented to 15th
Gﬁt{;{;;:m, the -word « controversy ” was sub-
that 1y for «dispute,” and it was contended
and n :vas now the amount of the judgment,
lnmtu(:gd the amount for which the action was
Buprom, E} zl::.;t.gave the right to appeal to the

Zutchimon, in reply, said the principle had
SUpre:tﬂed in the case of Hart v. Joyce, 1
helq th: Court. Rep., p. 321, in which it was

o o t the right to appeal is determined by

ount asked for by the declaration. The
of last Session made.no change.

C
ea Rog8, J., overruled the objection, and granted
Ve to appeal.
- Duhamel § Co., for Sheridan.
htchinaon & Co., for the Insurance Co. -

SUPERIOR COURT.
MoNTREAL, June 25, 1879.

Viges et 8l, Petitioners, v. Tam CORPORATION
or THE ToOWN OF LonauEuIL, Respondents.

Electoral List— Revision—Form of Petition for
striking of names— Plainte par éerit.
J. The petitioners, parliamentary
electors for the Electoral District of Chambly,
ask that the names of Adolphe Gadoua and 21
others be struck off the Electoral List, and the
list reformed t0 that extent,and that the names
of Edmond Contois, Alfred Lapointe, Elzeard
Lemieux and eleven others, be reinscribed on
the list of Electors, and the list reformed

accordingly-
The petitio

MACKAY,

n alleges the preparation of the
Electoral List by the Becretary-Treasurer of the
town of Longueuil in the month of March last ;

i a8 duly given of it, and that after-
wards, within the fifteen days allowed' by law, °
requétes were duly presented to the Council ask-
ing that the names of said Adolphe Gadous and
91 others be struck from the list, they not
posséssing at the time of the completion of the
list, the gqualifications required by law to bd
electors ;

That the Council refused on the 9th and 10th
of April to do right and justice upon the peti-
tions presented to them, asking that the names
of Gadous and the 21 others be struck off the
list, but decided to leave them on ;

That on or about the eaid 10th of April the
Council gtruck off the list or refused to enter
upon ity though duly demanded, the names of
Edmond Contois, Alfred Lapointe, Elzeard
Lemieus and eleven others, all of whom po;'
gessed the requisite qualifications to be electors,
and whose names were inscribed on the Roi!

o évaluation.

The respondents plead 8 general denial, and

further 8ay that the plaintes, OF requte, of Viger,
asking that the names of Adolphe Gadoua and
21 others be gtruck off, were not libell4s, and did

not show by particulars, of for what reasons,
thoge PE rsons’ truck off ; that

names should be 8
no proof W& tendered to show those persons
not duly quuliﬁed, and that the names of those
persons were all on the Roll d évaluation in force
t March;
e ’ Contois, Alfred Lapointe,

That Ednmnd
Elgeard Lemieux and eleven others, bad to be



