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jzedgnzen/.

C. applied to the Supreme Court of Nova

Scotia to be admitted an attornev of said court,
presenting to tbe court a certificate from the

President of the Dalhousie Lawv School of his

having taken tbe degree of LL. B. at saici school,
andclaiming thattheAct ofthie Nova Scotia Leg-

isiature, 54 Vict., C. 22, wbich made certain pro-

visions respecting the admission of graduates of

the Law School to the bar of the pro)vince, had
done away, so far as such 1-raduates were con-
cerned, with certain conditions requircd to be
performed by persons desiring admission to
practise law. The Supreine Court beld that
graduates of the Law School wvere stili ohliged to
perforrn these conditions, and refused the appli-
cation. C. sought to appeal to tbe Sopreine
Court but gave no security for the costs of such

appeal, bis application iîot hav ing been opposed

and there being no person to wvhoni such secuir-

ity could be given.
/Jc/d, GWYNNE, J., doubting, tbat the court

had no jurisdiction to hear the appeal.

IPer RIrel-IE, C.J., and T,\scHPRE,;j.: Tbhat

giving security for costs is a condition precedent

to every appeal to this court, and vitbout it the

Court bas no jurisdiction.

IPer STRONG, J.: Tbat it xvas neyer intended

tbat the Supreme Court sbould interiere in

mnatters relating to the admission of attorneys

and barristers in the differ2nt provinces, and on

tbat ground the appeal wvould not lie.

I>er TASCHEREAu and P \1TERON, JJ.: That

the judgment sougbit to be appealed from xvas

not a final judgment witbin the meaning of the
Suprerne Court Act.

Appeal quashed.
leussell, Q.C., for appellant.

New Brunswick.] [May' 16.

SCOTT v. THi: BANK ot, Niîw BRUNSWICK.

Appeail Nc7o trial- fýt(é1 erdeeiins/ 7vezie/h of

eviieleeIn/crfercnzce zule.

S. brougbt an action against the bank to re-

cover mnoney deposited on a special receipt, and

the defence to tbe action xvas tbat the money

had been paid to an agent of S. On the trial

S. swore that after he got the deposit reÇeîPt
from the bank bie handed it to one R.* for sale

keeping wvhile he was nt sea, and that be had

neyer indorsed it. It wvas shown that SOrne

time after R. presented the receipt at the bani'

with the naine of S. indorsed thereon, and ob-

tained the amounit of the deposit wvith illterest

W'hen S. returned be found that R. had 'a

used the receipt, and he afterwards to0ok froin~

hini a rnortgage for a larger amount thafi 1115

deposit with the bank. The jury found that the

narne of S. was forged to the receipt, and that

the mortgage given to S. did flot include theC

amounit clalimed from the bank. A verdict wa
given for S., which xvas set asicle as bel i4

against the weight of evidence, and a newvtra

was granted, froni which S. appealed. til
Hc/d4 that the Supreme Court would 111or,1

t,ýrfere with the order for a new trial grailtedo-

the ground that the verdict was alain5t the

xveght of evidence.
Appeal dismissed with costs.

P>almer, QGC., for appellant.
fl'irkt'r, Q.C., for respondent.
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PronisaY n/ »; of fnd(orSJWCiî/ ll

Par/y 11/ utzli;zed ia(bi/y as jkC

The agent of the plaintiff companY rq 0 1

secuirity froin a customrer for goods 5 l' 'd
went with the customier to the office ta
xvas proposed as sucbi security. W. ab ~rite
becorne securîty, and wvas procedin protisssr ri

out ponsoynotes for the custoier rl
when the agent requested the notes to b

on a formr supplied to hii b>' his princli

which was dnne, the custoner signi19 N>re
notes, of which the plaintiff col",P~ anack.
payees. WV. wrotu bis name across tle O
The notes were not paid, and no noce1
dishonour x\as given to W., but an action
brought against him and the custoiflers asJb
makers. On the trial the agent swore. dortsert
had neyer asked the customer for a namd

but only for securîty ; that lie xvas ha t be
to take joint notes in such cases; andt isCase,
supposed he xvas getting joint notes in thi oriY
WV. swore that he was asked to indorse, a tered
intended to indorse. A nonsuit va, e r
wvith leave reserved to plaintiffs t ricveOU
judgment "lif tiiere is an>' evidence th at

.J ily 16 e


