fHE LEGAL NEWS. 1

g::!‘.’ P&::hall not be allowed 15 days from the
ciation. T;xecutlon of the order of the denun-
marily and © appeal shall be adjudged sum-
y without writings
Cnl 'mw" andby Mr. Paanuxro, seconded by Mr.
ing celertt resolyed, “ That in all cases requir-
may dete nzx’i and in all urgent suits, the Judge
ing partt ne summarily the delay of summon-
hou:’t:o which may be from day to day and
bour. The defendant shall always,

upon the Judge:
noti ge’s order and after a simple
ce, "1':‘70 the right to force the plaintiff to

e writ before the day set out i
writ for its return, under méhypenalty a!el :ll;:

J r
nm;l?! determine, and even under pain of

Proposed by Hon. Mr. LaFLAKNKE
. Mr. sec
:{:‘ lilfno:;fouwr, and resolved, « That :ggezrlt)iy-
ol e:uoode of Procedure, referring to
" ol:efore Jjudgment, conservatory
% capias e hers of the same nature, also
e &a, d amended 8o that the Judge may,
Chop, the deposition which he sball hold suff
ot orowfprovxs?onal_ly the issuing of such
prgrni Ao of a capias with or without security
the defend:nttr: cl::l:t:::ﬂ’ ety gy to
summarily such pro-
o d.;xgosr u‘pon a simple notice givei from x:iay
18 At rom hour _to hour to the plaintiff or
o revokeetyl; e”::d ‘:r“;igv the rigt)::; of the judge
en, or i
accept such security which he sh:ﬂ?r}l:xltd (;:n;i?

cient, or t i
- ect’s ol l::d give provisional possesrion of the

to one or oth i
judios to s ) er party without pre-
NP dedpm to ﬂll;ﬁourt, which appeal shall
eonml?{ tém Hon. Mr, Larnaumz, se-
the ofe ABANA, and resolved, ¢ That
s th"emmonl of single Judge in the first instance
Propon :d " e desirable and practicable.”
by Mo 'Pmny the Hon. Mr. Larrauug, seconded
of proceda U.];‘o’ “That in our present system
oo ::,‘t e Court of Review is necessary.”
Mr. Paowonis Proposed an amendment, to which
Proposed an :’mendment to the
0
to tl::; .:mendment of ;,{r. "3;%:3;': tl'»aekign
) u:l(:)o i': :;: ruled out of order by thge
Nll:mrme vy ch Mr. Pagnuelo withdrew
was then moved i
Hon, in amendment by t!
beonam‘::d :ALBIOT, That the principal m%ti::
words ey Th:'tyi adding thereto the following
Review, t is necessary that the Court of
Rivens tomh sit five times a year at Three
Districts of ';:r the cases inscribed from the
ad ree Rivers, Richelicu and Artha.
Sherbroors fve times a year in the city of
tricts of oe or the cases inscribed in the Dis-
Tpon 1o Francis, Bedford and -Beauce.”
waa ot 6 vote being taken, the amendment
T on the following division :—
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Nays—Hon. Mr. Laflamme, Messrs. Robertson,
Pagnuelo and White (chairman).

The main motion being now brought up, it
was proposed in amendment by Mr. WHITE,
«That the Court of Appeal in this Province
would be sufficient for all the purposes of re-
view and appeal, if procedure in Appeal were
simplified and rendered more expeditious and
less costly ; that the Court of Appeal should be
presided over by four Judges only, and in case
of an equal division amongst tbem, the original

judgment should be confirmed.”

This amendment was also lost upon the
following division :— ~

Yeas—Hon. Mr. Malhiot, Messrs. Cabana and
White.

Nays—Hon. Mr. Laflamme, Messrs. Robertson,
Denoncourt and Pagnuelo.

The main motion was then put and carried
on the same division.

It was then proposed by the Hon, Mr. Mar-
mror, “ That in order to save custs to parties
and to obviate the serious inconveniences which
are felt from the accumulation of affairs in the
Court of Review at Montreal, it is advisable
that the Court of Review shall sit five timesa
year at Three Rivers for hearing cases inscribed
in Review in the Districts of Three Rivers,
Richelieu and Arthabasks, and an equal number
of sittings at Sherbrooke to hear cases inscribed
in the Districts of St. Francis, Bedford and
Beauce.”

Upon this motion being put, the vote stood : —

Yeas —Hon. Mr. Malhiot, Messra. Cabana and
Denoncourt.

Nays—Hon. Mr. Laflamme, Messrs. Robertson,
and Pagnuelo.

The CualRMAN (Mr. White) gave his casting
vote in favor of the motion, which was carried.

Mr. PaosueLo proposed « That the Court of
Review should be composed during, at least, a
year, of a Judge of the Superior Court residing
in Montreal, s Judge residing in Quebec, chosen
by the Judges of those districts, and of a third
Judge from the rural districts, chosen by the
two first-named from time to time as they
would sit in Quebec or in Montreal ; that the
said Court should sit permanently say four
days a weck, according to the number of cases
before the Court and until the roll is exhausted.
Its judgment should be rendered without delay
or on short delay.”

This resolution was carried on the following
division :—

Yeas—Hon. Mr. Laflamme, Messrs. Pagnuelo,
Robertson, Cabana ard Denoncourt.

Nays—Hon. Mr. Malhiot.

It was proposed by Mr. PagxusLo, seconded
by Mr. DENoNCOURT, and unanimously resolv
« That before judgment and before délibéré,
there is occasion for déltbéré, the judge ot the
Superior Court and the judges in Review and



