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to mnake rules with regard to, ail costas of or
incidentai to the examination of any witness
Or pereon, including the remuneration of the
examiner, if any, whether the examination be
Ordered pursuant to that Act or under this or
any other Act for the time being in force relat-
ing to the examination of witnesses beyond
the jurisdiction of the court ordering the ex-
ainination.

6. When pursuant to any euch commission,
mnandamue, order, or request as in this Act
referred to, any witness or person is to be
exalnined in any place beyond the juriedic-
tion of the court ordering the examination,
suIch witness or pereon may be examîned on
oath, affirmation, or otherwise, according to
the law in force in the place where the exam-
ina5tion is taken, and any deposition or exam-
ination so taken shall be as effectuai for al
Plirposes as if the witness or pereon had been
e8xamined on oath before a person duly au-
thorizedj to administer an oath in the court
Ordering the examination.

PRIVY COUNCIL
AT THVE COURT AT OsEOR1NEô IlousE ISLE 0F

Wîorrr.

December 29, 1885.
PlUSINT:

T'IB QuEEN's Mour EXCELENT MAjEery,
LORD PREBIDENT,

IUEOF RICIIMOND AND GORDON,
SIR FRANCIS SÂNDFORD.

SWEENEY v. BANx OF MONTRBAL

Order granting leave tu appeal.
Whereas there wau this day read at the

Board a Report from the Judicial Committee
0f the Privy Council, dated l2th December,
1885, ini the Words foilowing, viE. :"gYour Majeety having been pleased by
YOur general order-in.council of the l8th
Novemiber, 1885, to refer unto this Committee
the, matter of a humble Petition of the Bank
of Montreal in the matter of an Appeal from
th' S3upreme Court Of Canada between the
Bank of Montreai (Defendants), Appellants,
and Damne Emily Sweeney (Plaintiff), Re-
epondent, eetting forth that thie is a petition
for a special leave to appeal from a decision

of the Supreme Court of Conada revereing a
decision of the Court of Queen's Bencli for
Lower Canada (Appeal Side), which confirm-
ed a decision of the Superior Court for Lower
Canada sitting at Montreal. The action was
brought on the 23rd of May, 1881, by Dame
Emily Sweeney (hereinafter cailed the re-
epondent), against the Bank of Montreal
(hereinafter called the appellants), for the
purpose of having it declared that ehe was
the owner of 30 ehares in the Montreal Roll-
ing Mille Comnpany, of the par value of $100
a ehare, and of having sucli ehares transfer-
red or the value paid to her. The material
facts of the case, as appearing in the evi-
dence, are as followe :-A letter dated the
18th of March, 1871, from. Messre. Crawford
& Lockhard, of Belfast in Ireland, to James
Rose, was tendered in evidence, which Show-
ed that Meuser. Crawford & Lockhard remit-
ted through the appellants' bank by the di-
recetion of the family of the respondent te
James Rose, the sum of $9,930.71. An entry
in the books of Morland, Watson & Co., of
which firmn Rose waa *,partner, was tendered
in evidence, which showed, that Rose trans-
ferred the above eum te, bis credit with Moi-
land, Watson & Co., and that he drew out
part of such eum or of a further sumn added
thereto by Meussi. Crawford & Lockhard (as
te whicb the evidence was 'similar), on the
4th of April, 1871. An account entered as
the account of "James Rose ini trust " in the
books of the Montreal Rolling Mills Co. was
tendered in evidence, which sh#wed that on
the 4th of April, 1871, Rose invested 34,000
in the purchase of four ehares in the Mont-
reai Rolling Mille Co. of 31,000 each. On
the llth of April, 1871, Rose obtained from
the Montreal Rolling Mille Co. a certificat.
numbered 0,008, certifying that Rose "4ini
truet"J wau the holder of three shares of
$1,000 each : the certificat. stated on its face
that the shares were transferable only on the
books of the Company : subsequently the
value of the ehares of the Montreal Rolling
Mille Co. was changed from. $1,000 te $100
each: on the 3rd of June, 1879, Roêe tranq-
ferred te, Buchanan, as the manager of the
appellants' bank, 250 shares of $100 each in
the Montreal Rolling Mills Co,, and on the
l13th of March, 1879, a further amount Of 60
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