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Mr. Cherrier objects, on the grotind tiiet the evidetice tends to prove

filets which ar 'outre et contre the contents of' cütes,ý and also ail algie-
ment which exceeds one 1iundrýd livres ancient currency.

ýThe Court (C. Mondelet Esq. prcsiding) hanving- from ycstcrday.
taken the case en cdelibéré, gave the lollowing judgmexxt:

"The Court hâving, heard the parties, rejects the o1ljectiofl5, ins-
xnuch as thc Assignee, ini and by lis opposition to thie elainis of Fran-
çois Xavier Beaudry, bas amongst other causes set forth, -set off by
way of compensation, certain services, and the sale and delivery of7
certain goods, ivares and marcliandises, which, by lave nay be oflbred
en com pensation, cither in deduction or in full satisfaction of the etaini
of thec said rançois Xavier Beaudry for rent. The Court, however,
adjudicates and orders, that inasnitchl as the sale and delivery of the
goods, wares and merehlandises, mentioned by the, said Assignce, are of
a mercantile nature, the proof thercof, shall be hiad, according Io the
Rule of Evidence laid. down by the Law of Engyland ; but in so far as
respects the services nmade by the satd Bankrupt as Baîhtif, mentioned,
by the said Assignee, the proof, sahb h ld aceordling to fixe rules laid
,down by the law of the country, and that sihould the amount claimed,
exceed the sumn of one hundred livres ancien cours, the evidence, shall
be regulated by the Article 54 of thé Ordonnance de Moulins, and by
the title 20 of the Ordonnance of 1667, xvhereby oral testi-mony is
prohibited."

DISTRICT OF MONTREAL--IN B.ANKPRU1PTCY.
I4th Mlay, 1815.

In the matter of
VITAL GIBEAU, ET AL Ban.kirupts.

Assignees in case of removal or resignatiçon oÇ a former one, to be appointed hy
the creditors whose dlaimus have beeii admitteil.

This was a special meeting for the purpose of appointing an assignee
«r assignees, ithei place and stead of John Dods, who had resigned.

A motion ivas made by Mr. Edward Carter on beliaif of some of the
Creditors, te have thec datai of Mr.; Tucker, one of the creditors, set
aside, inasmuch as the Power of Attorney given by Mr. Tucker to his
:agent, lucre, for the purliose of proving his d(aim, &cwas not swvorni to
before a Judge, or any of the persons menttoned in the 59th Section of
the Bankrupt Law; but before a Justice of the Peace. The objcct to be
attatned, ivas the prevonting Mr. Tucker from voting at the election of an
assgnee ; lMr. Carter contended that the pre-idtng Judge could flot shut
his eyes to ifis fact that there was ne valid poiver of Attorney b-.fore the
Coàrt, and therefore that Mr, r1ucker¶s claim not hetng l)roved, no vote
fromn him or lits agent could b'- entertauud, ithe provisions of the 27th
Section r:ot having been conformced to.

Mr. Ruose, on be'haif .)f Mr. Tucker, opposed the applications on tw>Y
groiindii, l 0 wantocf notice, ý,: on the principle thxat at the first meeting
of th c reditors, Mr. Juislice à-eCord had adrntitted Mr. Tucker's claim,
and hadi permttted bis vote to be taken and recorded for the election of
Mr.JDodls, the Assignee. It wvas sufficient for hlm te say that it had. been
wo ruied, the then pivesidiug Judge wvas of opinion iliat the affidavit proving


