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Celui-ci n'est pas tenu de s'enquérir d'où il
vient, ni de ce qu'il est S'il Plait au voya-
geur de ne se faire servir qu'une sandwich ou

quelque chose de semblable quand il aurait
pu avoir tout autre mets qui se sert ordinai-
rement dans un hôtel, l'hôtellier ne peut être

pour cela déclaré coupable d'avoir enfreint la

loi.- Autre chose serait s'il était prouvé que
la livraison de la sandwich n'a été faite que
pour couvrir la livraison de la liqueur et qu'il
y aurait une espéce de connivence entre le

vendeur et l'acheteur pour éluder la loi.
Comme dans l'espèce il n'y a rien de tel, le

poursuivant doit étre débouté de son action.
N. H. Bourgxif, avocat du poursuivant.
Arthiur Globensky, avocat du défendeur.
(J. J. B3.)

COURT 0F QUEEN'S BENCTI-
MONTREAL*

AcinDmg»-nuh-ie sale of aharea
-Demurrer..

Hwu :-That au action of damages setting
forth, in effect, that a bank, te which plaintiff
had transferred certainl 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 te

injure plaintifl; is not demurrable because

the plaintiff has not offered defendants the

alternative te substitute other shares. -

Gilrnan, appellant, and Campbell et al., res-

pondents. Dec. 30,18M5.

Execution-S4eri's Wa--- U8f'wt

A sheriff having seized on one defendant

the usufruct of an immoveable, and on the

other defendants, the nue prprité, and ad-

vertized the sale in the form. quoted in the

report :
HEWL .- 1. That under the advertisement,

the sheriff was bound te seîl the property as

a whole,--i. e., usufruot and nuepr~opT1EtE com-

bined ; and that a sale of these rights sepa-

rately made by the sheriff having resulted
in1 surprise aud prejudice te, the defeudants,
it would be set aside on pettio en 'uUité de

décret by defend ant&
2. That usufruct is incorporeal right, (droit

incorPOre) which, under the C. P. C. 638,

0To appear in Montul Law Reporte, 2 Q.B

should have been set forth in the procès v'erbal
of seizure, and also in the advertisement
(C. P. C. 648) by mention of the title under
which it is due.-Chenej et al., appellants, and
Brunet, respondeut, March 27, 1886.

Execution-Sale of ,Shares-C. C. P. 595.
Where a num ber of shares of railway stock

were seized and advertýzed te be sold in one
lot and neither the defendants nor any one
interested in the sale requested the sheriff to
sell the shares separately, and it did not ap-
pear that there was any intention te defrand,
or that any loss had been sustained in conse-
queuc e of the shares being sold in one lot, but,
on the contrary, that such mode of sale was
advautageous te, the crediters, the sale was
held good and valid, although the amoutt
realized thereby was far in excees of the
judgment debt for which the property was
taken in execution.,- Morris & Connecticut.
& Passumpsic Rivers RM R. Co., Sept 25, 1886.

Location Tideet-Default to perform seulement
duties-Cancellation of License-23 Vict.
c. 2,.s. 29-32 Viet. (Q.) c. 11-36 Vitct (Q.)
c. 8.

A location ticket of certain lots waa grant-
ed te G. C. H. in 1863. Iu 1874, the Com-
missioner of Crown Lands regfistered a
transfer of the location ticket from G. C. H.
te, respondeut. In 1878, the Commissioner
canoelled the location ticket for defanît to,
perform. settiement duties.

HELD :-That the registration by the Com-
missioner in 1874, of the transfer te, respond-
enit, was not a waiver of the right of the
Crown te cancel the location ticket for de-
fault te perform. settlement duties. Rons et
al. & Holland, Sept. 21, 1886. »-' /9 -, C

Emploijer--Accdent to workman-Respon.
bility of Employjer.

A gang of men engaged by a railway coin-
pany were proceeding on a construction train
te the place where they were about te, be
employed. Platform cars were provided by
the company, but the men (of whom plain-
tiff was one) mounted upon a car laden with
lumber, and the luniber giving way, the
plaintiff and others were injured.
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