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" !— " JklOTION. •»

" .-.ItH/&t necestary that ttaeprUoner should be ^rejeot tfrthe h«arin2
ofareserredeaM (Regirt^ va. Olags et al.,Q.^)^ .7^... 245

" :-A Bpecial anawer, to which no replication has be«a ^-l^itWn th« eichi
days, may neTerthetegs be attacked by motion, and cerfal*, allegaUans
th^in (truck out in accordapce with such-motioa. ' XDtlbAr^Landa, '•

'

S. 0.)v ;
,

.'.-..^:.....-;.......3k 247« :—The City of Montreal will not be compelled to di'giwssess iUelfof .l^r "'

meats forming part of the archives <)f the city, io order that the same may
b« fykd as evidence in a cause.. ({Gramp,appellan^ ft The Mayor etal ^

». of Montreal, respondents, Q. B.).H .0, .

"
'\A

" i-KirfeSAisiB Ahb*t. '^ ^ '. Cv"""
" ;""

««:-_" Avii; JuDiciAiBf. * - I , f
" "Sj*

^ s—When husband and wife, (separated rts-to property) are sued jointly and
• seTCrally, a copy of the writ antf declaration must be served on *ach of

^^
them. (Danaereau vs. Archamb*ult et al., S. C.) .,...° „.. 303

" ' i—A bailiff may be sufid for damages resulting from errors in'hls return, and
cannot claim the prelimitfary notice of action provided l^ a^jt. i^ of the

, CodeofC.P. (Majojr^^raTUEaFlRnjd^. C). ,......,. ...a........ 30?
' " :—A bailiff is not>^n6lic officer entitled to notice of action under art. 22 of

"

Code of C,^ (Major vs. Boucher, C. C.) ., 304^ -.—Vide Jv^oicrion. '

' —An ajfidavit Ui an opposition In the C. 0. may be sworn before a comnus-
,

Biwr of the S. C, and the prefix H Commumire C. S." is'sufficient, even " •

pen the affidavit is made out of the district in which the.opi»paition is
* '*

^.f. (W?<^ 'ff- S<e- ^arie, & Ste. Marie, opposant, 0. C.)^.....„ 306" :—TBe service of a petition by a party not in Ihe cause on the attorneysjof
*

thej4aintiffwhp obtained the judgmiilit condemning'the lien saiti to pay . i

fnttffa certain sum «/ money, a»king,for a special order to prevent
V said fiert sawr paying; over tho', amount, is bad. (Booth vs. Lacroix et al

^A|K ft Ro«and,T.S;, ft Dupuy, petr.S. C.) .'307

v>'<V*.5—Fl^.PoWBB or AliTORNBY. ' . ,. . -.
T» ~w4jp^ Apfidavit. ^

.
- -

.
«' i— "\.PbivY CfoUMCIL. ^ ' V ". ,

^BBSCfti^TioN :—The short, provided by articles 2^50, 2260, 2261 and 2262 of the C. O.
w liable to be renounced and interruptsc^ i«'th^«iatioer,prescribed by arii
2227. (Walker, appellant, ft 3w"eetjre8pop(ienV9..B.). 29 '

" /:—Aloan of mpneybyanon-tradeff to a homroetci°ab'ifir«;i8 noja ''"com-

4 mercisl matter," or a debt of a « commercial ni^ture>"»nd is not, thei«fore,
•

^

P«acriptifele by the lapse of either 6 or 5 yfears-.^ (Darilhg, appellant, ft ;

( .,
Bl-own et al., respondents, Q. B. 92, ft Supreme ^ttr«) .:.... 16^

"^ '—The prescription of 5 yeart under the^ode against arrears of inteJ^t
•

cannot be invoked in respect of debt dne prior tp the coming into force of ,

the Code. (Do.).... .*.,?.... ..„;......:.i...;... ...92 ft 169

.

*' \:*-Rfrfe Intkbbbt.
. .^ ' A '

"
1* iT"^***

transmission of an nati^md account In ft.l|^r signed hf the debtor

^ H®" *•»« case out bf^ the Statute, ch. 67 c|Mptat. of L'. O. (Darling, "

' > ; v" ,,
Wwllant,'* Brown et al., respondents, S.^aJK.^. leg

'• J-rTn an actioH for damages -resulting from a|Bai7(f«iV, instituted more
/

. .« than two ye^rs afjipf 1|^ wrong complained of occurred, the court must ^ /

^',,%, dismiss the action, in llie absence even <)f a plea of prescription. (Grenief
.»! vs, the City of Montreal, S. C.)....s .;... .....215" :-i-The municipal teies of the City of MontreilLare rfnlv Dr^gcrintible hv'thi^

., lapse of 30 years, ^(Quf va. Normyndeau.Tre.).
, ........„ 300 »
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