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right to soli a member's seat at the boardl, for to the estate. On July 25th, the goods were

Cause of insolvency, are reasonable and intra seized in the possession of the Mississippi and

pires. Dominion Stearnship Co., under writ of saisie

2. That on receiving notice from a member revendication.
that ho has been compelled to suspend pay- IIeld :-lot. Thiat Art. 6, C. C., doos not

moents, the governing committee may proceod npply te prevont the exercise of the right of

to dispose of hie seat. stoppage in transitu in tho case of goods ship-

3. That an action will not lie by a member ped in England, when the right accrues
Who considors himself aggrioved, to correct under the law of England.

OBven orrors or illegal acts in the government 2nd. That the "delivery " mentioned in

and administration of a corporation, until Art. 1543 of the C. C., as amended by 48

the remedies, by way of appeal to the domos- Vict., ch. 20, sec. 1, means actual delivery

tic tribunal of tho corporation, provided by into the possession of the purchaser, and not

the by-laws or the constitution, have been sudh constructive delivory as resuits from

eBxhausted.-Aclver v. The Montreal Stock Ex- putting goods for shipment in the hande of

change, Davideon, J., January 24, 1888. a carrier.-Rogers v. The Mississippi & Do-
minion Steam.ship Co., S. C., Andrews, J.,

Insurance, Flre-Contract-Forfeiture-Jury March 10, 1888.

tr4al- Judgment non obstante veredicto -
C.C. P. 433. Intervention-Moyens d'intervention- Arts. 154,

HELD :-1. Whore several subjocts are15et58CP..

covered by one contract of insurance, tho Jugé :-Que lat requête on intervention doit

cOntract is indivisible, and where the insurod contenir, outre l'allégation de lintérêt de l'in-

inceurs a forfeituire as to one subject, the policy tervonant, l'énoncé des moyens sur lesquels

is wholly voided. cet intérêt est fondé.- Grenier v. Gauvreau,

2. That whon the verdict of the jury is en révision, Stuart, J. C., Andrews, Laruo,

upon matters of fact in accordance with the JJ.. 31 mai 1888.

allegations of the plaintift"5 declaration, but
against the evidonce, the Court cannot render Accretion in matters of legacy-Ârt. 86 C. C.
judgment in favor of the other party, if the its objeci.

allegations of the plaintiff are sufficient in IIrld :-Accretion in matters of legac3
law to sustain his pretensions. It can only takes place according te the wish of the tes
order a now trial.-Mackay v. The Glasgow & tator, as manifested in hie will, as a conse

London In8urance Co, in Review, Doherty, quence of the power te dispose of property b:

Wurtele, Davideon, JJ., May 5, 1888. will. Art. 868, C. e-, does not confer th
______________right te establish accretion, but merely dE

RECE NT DECLSIONS AT QUEBEC.* fines the cases in which. the testator ie prE

Revedictio-Stopag inTranituArt. 6sumed to have intendod that it should tak

Revenicatindpg 15 n Trni. -rs 6. place.-Denis v. Clouthier, S. C., Andrews, J

]B. & C., of Quobec, ordered gooda from R. My5 88

et ail., of Wolverhampton, England, who shil> Vente-Louage d'ouvrage-Preuve.
ped thom by dofendants' steamner Vancouver, Jugé :-Que la contrat pour la constructio
from Liverpool te Quobec, consigned to de l'entourage (avec couronnement on granit
.B. & C., and a bill of lad ing in the usual formn d'un lot do cimetière, par un marbrier qui e
Was acepted and forwarded for them. On fournit les matériaux, est un contrat con
the 2Oth of June, 1887, before the arrivai of mercial et un louage d'ouvrage et non ur
the goodls, B. & C., having become insolvent, vente, et qu'il peut être prouvé par témol
mnade an abandonment of their property, and même lorsqu'il excède $50.-Morgan v. A-
the intervenants were appointed joint curater bull , C. S., Casault, J., 5 mai 1888. (Ce jug
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