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That a receiver duly appointed and authorized under the 
laws of Ontario to represent in judicial proceedings a corpo­
ration (in liquidation) domiciled in that province, may also 
appear in hie quality of receiver in judicial proceedings be­
fore the courts of the province of Quebec.—Torrance J., 19 
may 1885, Giles vs Faneuf. I, 8. C., 322.

3. In damages—1. By femme commune.—Que dans une ac­
tion en dommages pour torts personnels à une tomme mariée 
sous le régime de la communauté, la femme et son mari 
peuvent tous deux être demandeurs dans la cause en leur 
qualité de communs en biens ; et le fait que les conclusions 
demandent que la somme réclamée soit payée à la femme est 
indifférent.—Jetté, J., 80 avril 1887, Gagnon vs Corpora­
tion village Sl-Gabriel. III, 8. C., 97.

2. For unauthorized sale of shares.—That an action of da­
mages setting forth, in effect, that a bank, to which plaintiff" 
had transferred certain shares as collateral security for an 
advance, had, without right, and against the will of plaintiff, 
sold the said shares at a third of their value, on purpose to 
injure the plaintiff is not demurrable because the plaintiff 
has not offered defendant the alternative to subtitute other 
shares.—Dorion, Ramsay, Cross, Baby, JJ., 80 December 
1885, Gilman vs Campbell. II, Q. B., 291.
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4. in dénonciation de nouvel œuvre.—That the action en 
dénonciation de nouvel œuvre may be taken at any stage in 
the erection of the works complained of.—Loranokr J., 30 
October 1888, Crawford vs Protestant Hospital for the Insane.
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