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liait no further powcr over it, or liability ini connection therewith, and such
cheque cannnt be set up against the piaintiff's right to recover on the bon.

Miller and Dorion, for plaintiff.
F V. Drouin, Q. C., for defendant.

SUPERIOR COURT.

(IN REvIEW.)

TAIT, C.J., TASCHERRAU
and GirL JJ.f

ST. JULIEN V. MONTREA!. S'rREr.T Rv. Co.

Sireet ri/wiy-Sa/ci of tickets-ciy .y/w- 0uliion of tra7eller for

refieral to.Éayyfare in i)toney-L)a;lagcs.

l3y a by-law of the Cihy of Mrintreai the defendants were obiiged to seil,I in ail their cars, six parsage tic'l-»cs for twc.nty-five cents. On the occasion in
question the plaintiff requested the proper officiai on the car to seli hirn six of
such tickeîs. This officiai refuýed to seli thein, stating that he had none, and4 demanded a cash fare, which the plaintiff refused to pay, and wvas thereupon
expeiied frotil the car. In an action for damages therefor, it was

Held, reversing the judgment of the Superior Court at Montreal, R.J.Q.
7 C.S. p. 463, that the plaintiff was entitled to the amount of damage sustained,
and this notwithstanding a section of the by-law in question which imi-
posed a penalty Of $25 for its infraction.

J.Ciaffers, for the plaintift.
Prefonf/aine, for the defendants.

COCRT OF REVISION.

RoUTHiER, ANDREWS
and LARUE, JJ.

PAQUIN V. GRAND) TRUNK Rv. Co.

Rai/way con;roany-/1ccident-Medical a/tendance to iniured-A c/ion in rent
a£gainsi com»any.
On the occasion of a raiiway accident, the plaintiff, a doctor, attended

somne of the injured persons, but withnut being requested by an agent ,~ the
company to do so.

Held, that the company having benefited by the plaintiff's services, was
bound, even in the absence of a contrnctual obligation, to pay the value of the
benefit derived.

Robitazille and Roy, for plaintiff.
Pentiand; Q.C., and Stuart, Q.C., for defendants.


