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NOTES OF CASES.

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH.
Quezkc, February 6, 1883.

Doriox, C.J., Mong, Ramsay, Cross & Basy, JJ.

BourgkiT, Appellant, and BLANCHARD,
Respondent.

Appeal from Q. B. to the Supreme Couri—Review
of order in chambers refusing leave to appeal.

The Court of Quezn’s Bench, or a judge thereof, has
a right to grant or refuse leave to appeal to
the Supreme Court from a judgment of the Q.
B., and the decision of the one or the other is
final. '

An appeal to the Supreme Court will not be allowed
where the interest of the appellant is less than
$2,000.

RausAy, J. (dissenting). The appellant ap-
plied in chambers to Mr. Justice Tessier to be
allowed to put in security in appeal to the
Supreme Court. This application was refused
on the ground that the case was not appealable,
and the application is now renewed before the
Court. In the meantime the appellant applied
to the Supreme Court for leave to appeal, but
that Court refused the application on the ground
that they had not jurisdiction; I presume, to
order up a record without a security bond.

Two questions arige in this case, the first as
to our jurisdiction, after the refusal of Mr.
Justice Tessier to grant leave to appeal,—the
second as to the nature of the judgment sought
to be appealed, and whether the same be ap-
pealable or not.

The former of these questions has been argued
as though the question was as to whether the
Court could grant leave to appeal after it had
been refused by a judge in chambers. It seems
to me that the question thus nakedly put ad-
mits of no difficulty. But the real question is



