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Considérant que la demanderesse ne pouvait
par une réponse spéciale demander la nullité,
pour cause de lésion, de la dite vente faite par
elle-même, mais que cette demande aurait du
être faite par actioa principale ;

Sans égard à la preuve faite sur la dite ré-
ponse spéciale de la dite demanderesse, main-
tient l'exception péremptoire du défendeur Jean
Baptiste St. Aubin, et déboute l'action de la
dite demanderesse.

Judgment confirmed.
Kerr 4- Carter for appellant.
Loranger, Loranger 4- Pelletier for respondent.

J>resent: MONK, RAMSAY, TESSIER, CROSS, JJ.,
TAscHEREAu, J. ad hoc.

LAWLOR, (deft. below), Appellant, and WOODS,
(plif. below), Respondent.

The action, en déclaration d'hypothèque, was
(lisnIissed by the Superior Court, but this de-
vision was reversed by the Court of Review, and
the action maintained. In appeal the judg-
ment 1'as coafirmed. The case turned in great
measure on a question of good faith.

Lacoste e. Globenalry for Appellant.
Geofrion, 1?iifrel 4- Archambauit for Respon-

dent.

Preaent: DORION, C. J., MONK, RAMSAY, Tssxm,ý
CROSS, JJ.

LALONDI et al., (defts. below), Appellants, and
ALARIE, (plif. below), Respondent.

The action of respondent wua on a note.
Plea, that the note was given In payment of a
tbreahing machine sold hy respondent, and that
the machine was a bad one. A question of
evidence.

Judgment condemning defendants confirmed.
DuAam., Pagnuelo 4RainvÎ1l. for Appellants.
Loranger, Loranger 4.Pelletier, for Respondent.

BEAUPRi, (plif. below), Appellant and COupAQ..
NIE DES REMORQUEURS DU PORT DE MONTRECAL,

(deft. below), Respondent.

Action for damages alleged te have been
caused to the barge Union by the tug Messe nger.
Question of proof.

Judgment dismissing the action confirmed,
Tessier, J., dissenting.

Duhamel e. Ramnville for Appellant.
F. . Arehambault and A.David for Respon-

dent.

OUIIIET, Appellant, and BERGEviN dite LA&NGEcVI%,
Respondent.

Judgmcnt of Superior Court, Montteâ&h
confirmed.

DOUTRF, (deft. below), Appellant, and L
BANQuE JACQUEts CARTIER, (plif. below),

Respondent.
Action on a note. Plea by the endorser that

notice of protest was not given lantime; the Pro-
test being made 7th December, and the noticle,
according to appellants, being deposited ia the
post Office only on the lltb. The 8uperiOr
Court maintained the action, considering tbO
weight of testimoay te be on the side 3f piaintift.

Judgrnent confirmed.
Doutre, Doutre, Robidoux, Hulchin8on 4- IVall'

for Appellant.
Lacoste f. Globensky for Respondent.

Present: DÔRioN, C. J., MONK, RAMSAY, CROSS, j
LA BANQUE NATIONALE, (piff. below), AppellSfl4

and CONVEiRSE, (deft. below), Respondent. -

Action on notes made ia the name of resPon-
dent by hi8 agent John Converse (sonl Of
respondent). Plea, that the notes oued on We' e
not justified nor authorized by any authoritl'
given te John Converse. The Court belOr
sustained the plea and dii-missed the actiOPl*
This judgment was reversed in appeal.

Judgiment: 19Considering that the appelsnts
have proved that John Converse wus authofl5W
as the duly constituted attorney and agent of
the respondent in this cause te siga the t10'
promigsory notes mentioned in the declartiOnf
in this cause, and that the said notes Were
given for matters arising out of tranBBCti0ODS
connected with the business of the Said
respondent," &c. Jdmn eesd

Geofrion, Rinfret e. ArchambauUi for App6llî» 1 ý
John L. Morris for Respondent.

OURRENT EVENTS.

UNITED ST'ATES.
SPIRITUALISM AND ITS EFFECT UPON WLS

la the case of L.eighton V. Orr, 44 Iowa, 679, 0 12e'
Wolcott hsgd lived for years ia unlawful relu-
tions with a woman who shared bis home, u
who claimed to be a spiritualistic mediuD4 O
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