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make or refuse, and so it is flot appealable to

this court.
Appeal dismiissed with costs.
RiddÉ'll, Q.C., and Johen A. Robinson for

appellan ts.
('nnfor respondents.

Q uebec.] [May 9.

PONTIIAC CONTROVERTEI) ELLCTION.

Ele, lienfonnJd;ielit-R.S. C., c. 9, s,.4

Enlar,em;ent oJ tîme Jor- commencement of
tr'l R S.C . 9, S. j 1 ' NOtiCe Of trial-

.Shorihandz'riteîs wtoes--Aîbtea/R. S. C., c.

9s. So (b).

In the Pontiac election case, the judgment
appealed from did flot contain any special find-
ings of fact or any staternent that any of the
20,000 charges mentioned in the particulars were
foLind proved, but stated generaliy that corrupt
acts had been committed by the respondent's
agents without bis knowledge, and declared
that he had flot been duly elected and that the
election was void. On an appeal ta the Supreme
Court on the ground that the judgment was too
general and vague,

He/di(, that the generai finding that corrupt
acts had been pruved was a sufficient compliance
with the terms of the statute 49 Vict., c. 9, S. 43.

On the ioth October, i891, the judge in this
case within six înontbs after the filing of the
petition by order enlarged the time for the
commencement ofthe trial ta the 4th Novem-
ber, the six nionths expiring on the i8th Oc-
tober. On the i9 th -October another order %vas
made by the judge fixing the date of the trial
for the 4t11 November, i891, and the respondent
objected to the jurisdiction of the court.

He/d, that the orders made were valid: ss. 31,

33) C. 9, R. S.C.
Hre/d aiso, (i) that the objection ta the insuf-

ficiency of the notice of trial given in this case
under s. 3 1 of c. 9, R.S.C., wvas not an objection
whicb could be relied upon in an appeai under
s. 5o (b) of c. 9, R.S.C.

(2) That evidence taken by a shorthand
writer not an official stenographer of the court,
but who bas been sworn and appointed by the
judge, need flot be read over ta the witnesses
when extended.

Appeal dismissed wjtb costs.
0' Gatra, Q.C., afld Ay/en for appellant.
21cLouga// for respondent.

[june -.

THE CoRPoRAI ION 0 F HE TowN 0F LEVIS '

THE QUEEN.

Eip~robrialion of lanl- V'alue of land lake

Awardl /y Eirczeqiuer Crtjudge APM1I

The Supreme Court xviii fot interfere "'1th

the award of the judge of the Excbequer Court

as ta the value of land expropriated for railway
purposes where there is evidence to support bis

finding, and such finding is flot cleariy er olle,

OUS.
Appeal dismissed with costs.
Be//eau, Q.C., for appeliants.
Ainf'ers, Q.C., for respondent.

FLATT v. FERLAN . 'd b
Fraudit/ent conveyancc-A c/ion /0 set asi/ by

a creditor-A nwuni in controversy-A#Pea

-Juridiction- R.S. C., c. I35, S. 29.

In December, 1889, F., a trader, soid to G-, re,

spondent, certain real estate in Montreal wbih

was mortgaged for $7000; for $8ooo with 0, ight

of remnéré for one Vear. rell
In January, i890, F. made an asg o

and I. F., et a., creditors of F. in the li.1t
$ i88o, brougbt an action against G. to ave t1

deed of sale of the property, which wa v u
at over $i i,ooo, set aside as made in frad 13fhi
creditor. G. pleaded that he was i1îîing
returfi the property upon payment of the51
of$îooo which he had advanced taF., rid the
courts below dismissed F., et a/.'s, action.
appeal ta the Supreme Court of Canada, unlde .r

H1eld, that as the appeilants' dlaimn W'1 ri
$2000 and that they dîd flot represeI~l.
creditors, the amount in controversy Was ins c
cient to make the case appealabie.RSCC
135, s. 29.

Appeal quashed with costs.
Be/court for respondents.
Bross/au for appellants.

Nova Scotia.] [May

PEOPLES BANK 0F HALIFAX V. JoHNsON.,

Contraci-Consideration - Stifling Proseeui0

L. was a member of the firm of H. & A.

doing business at Lockport, N.S., and aISO
agent of a bank in that town. As 5 nd the
he had embezzled the bank's moneyeo, f
cashier of the bank obtained a bond fr»
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