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[May 10.
In RE CAHAN.
Appeal— Jurisdiction—Securily forcosts— Final
Judgment.

C. applied to the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia to be admitted an attornev of said court,
presenting to the court a certificate from the
President of the Dalhousie Law School of his
having taken the degree of LL.B. at said school,
andclaiming thatthe Act ofthe Nova Scotia Leg-
islature, 54 Vict., ¢. 22, which made certain pro-
visions respecting the admission of graduates of
the Law School to the bar of the province, had
done away, so far as such graduates were con-
cerned, with certain conditions required to be
performed by persons desiring admission to
practise law. The Supreme Court held that
graduates of the Law School were still obliged to
perform these conditions, and refused the appli-
cation. C. sought to appeal to the Supreme
Court but gave no security for the costs of such
appeal, his application not having been opposed
and there being no person to whom such secur-
ity could be given.

Held, GWYNNE, ]., doubting, that the court
had no jurisdiction to hear the appeal.

Per RITCHIE, C.]., and TASCHEREAU,].: That
yiving security for costs is a condition precedent
to every appeal to this court, and without it the
court has no jurisdiction.

Per STRONG, J.: That it was never intended
that the Supreme Court should intertere in
matters relating to the admission of attorneys
and barristers in the differznt provinces, and on
that ground the appeal would not lie.

Per TASCHEREAU and PATTERSON, J].: That
the judgment sought to be appealed from was
not a final judgment within the meaning of the
Supreme Court Act.

Appeal quashed.

Russell, Q.C., for appellant.

New Brunswick.] (May 16,

Scorr . THE BANK OrF NEW BRUNSWICK.

Appeal — New trial— Verdict against weight of
evidence—Inlerference with.

S. brought an action against the bank to re-
cover money deposited on a special receipt, and
the defence to the action was that the money
bad been paid to an agent of S. On the trial

S. swore that after he got the deposit receif!
from the bank he handed it 10 one R. for sale
keeping while he was at sea, and that beé ha
never indorsed it. It was shown that SO™
time after R. presented the receipt at the ban
with the name of S. indorsed thereon, and ©
tained the amount of the deposit with inter®”
When S. returned he found that R. had 0
used the receipt, and he afterwards took from
him a mortgage for a larger amount than le
deposit with the bank. The jury found that [hv
name of S. was forged to the receipt, an ne
the mortgage given to 5. did not include * 5
amount claimed from the bank. A verdict ¥
given for S., which was set aside as b"‘f‘,g}
against the weight of evidence, and a nevw i
was granted, from which S. appealed.

Held, that the Supreme Court would 8%
terfere with the order for a new trial grant® ¢
the ground that the verdict was against
weight of evidence.

Appeal dismissed with costs.

LPalmer, Q.C., for appellant.

Parker, Q.C., for respondent.
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AYR AMERICAN P1.ow Co. . WALLACH

Promissory note—AIorin qf—liz(z’orswﬁfﬂf
party not named—Liability as naker:

e
The agent of the plaintiff company riqlu:.n
Gy 1

security from a customer for goods SO°% o
went with the customer to the office of W» ) 10
was proposed as such security. W. agree ite
become security, and was proceeding to wig,«,
out promissory notes for the customer o WD
when the agent requested the notes t0 b'e d'rﬂals’
on a form supplied to him by his P}‘mdquch
which was done, the customer signins wer
notes, of which the plaintiff company pack
payees. W. wrote his name across the "o
The notes were not paid, and no “‘?Ucewas
dishonour was given to W., but an actio? it
brought against him and the customers as) he
makers. On the trial the agent swor€ ' rs€n
had never asked the customer for an mfjo ed
but only for security ; that he was acc™? at De
to take joint notes in such cases; an
supposed he was getting joint notes 1
W. swore that he was asked to indorse; 2"
intended to indorse., A nonsuit wa% ev
with leave reserved to plaintiffs t0 mo
judgment “if there is any evidence th3




