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Tbe trial of John Fabey is in some respects
the Inost remarkabîe that bas taken place in
Montreal. Fahey, for some years connected
With the police force of the city, was at the
tin1e of the offence in charge of a private de-
tective agency. He was accused of being a
Participator in the stealing of rnoney frein
the vauit of the Grand Trunk dépôt at Mont-
r'eal, on the SOth of Ock>ber last. He bad

.ccOinPlices wbo bave not yet been tried.
There was a natural reluctance in the public
flhind te believe tbat a man, well known in
the coiniunity, and who bad long acted in a
Con1fidential capacity in matters of impor-
tance, could have so grievously betrayed the
ýonifidenice repoed in him. Fortunately,
however, the prosecution were able to, com-
plete a case against him which left not the
sbadow of doubt in tbe mind of any reason-
able Person. In addition to this, the defence,
cOnducte<I as it was with great energy and
skiJl, utterly failed to put forward any tbeory
that was even to a amaîl extent consistent
Witb innocence. There was the presence of
the accused at the scene of the robbery ;
the're Were his confidential disclosures k> bis
suPPosed confederate Maxwell, who asl
'ality weaving a close net round the crimi-
"lal; theBre were Fahey's own letters, the
g'eniileueffs of wbich was sk>utly contested
bY bfis counsel, which. indicated that, weeks
after the robberY, he was projecting furthor
anid More daring crimes; and lastly, there
was the admission of bis confederate Bureau,
n1lade te the police magistrats in the first'
conlfusion~ of detection and arrest AUl these,
and a dozen minor but not unimportant cir-
c'uIntances, laid bare the whole plot. On
the other 8ide, there was but the half.hearted
Uiugge8tiOn that Fahey hinhself was desirous
of catcbing soine burglar-the personality of
'Whom wss a mlatter -of indifference to hlm.
'Under the circumastances the jury, lesu con-
fneed than, might have been expected by a
trial extending over eleven days, appear
tO bave entertalzed not the elighteat doubt

as to the guilt of theaccused, and adiepai.
sionate review of the evidence muet buing
every one to the saine conclusion.

The Lzwv Magazine and Review, referring to
the evidence of prisoners in their own b.-
half, says :-"« Ever since the endeavour to
paso the Criminal Code Biul faile hardly a
year bas been allowed to paso 'witbout the
agitation being renewed in favour of an Act
of Parliament abelishing the present raie
which prevents prisoners from appearing ai
witnesses ln their own bebaif. Ai a resuit
,of this agitation, several recent statutes deal-
ing with special offences have had inSerted
in them a proviso enabling the accused te
give evidence when he is s0 minded. A
notable instance of the infringement of the
old conimon law rule is that of the Criminal
Law Amnendment.Act, by virtue of wbich so
many prisoners have tendered theinseve& ai
witnesses that we are in a position to form a
pretty accurate idea of how the system wouXl
work in the event of its becoming a principle
of universal application. What hai been
our experience? Simply this: Itconstantly
bappens that, ,after having gone into the
witness-box and emphatical]y denied the
charges againat thein, prisoners are, neyer-
theless, convicted. Why? Because, in nin»
cases ont of ten, juries treat the testimonY of
the accused as absolutely worthless, seelg
that they have everything te gain and
nothing k> lame by fa"s swearing; nothing,
at least, exoept the faintoît of faint chances
of a prosecution for peiurY. Crous-exami-
nation, we were told, wai te be the instru-
ment which should laY bare faluehoodi but
unfortunately we bave learned. that it bhm ne
terrors for the unscrupulous. AÂman Who àa
prepared k> tell one lie will, probably flot stOP
short at a dozen. With the knowledge new
acquired, Goverument might wefl reconsdr
the advisability of again lntroducing their
measure of lait year, having for ita object
the admissibility of the evidence of accuMe
persons."

Morrison R. Waite, Chief Juitice Ofte
Supreme Court of the Unitod etates% disd sud.
denly of pueumonia on the 28rdo I<Mhb
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An interesting notice of the late Chief Jus-
tice will be found at page 285 of our last vol-
urne. He was born at Lyme, Conn., Nov.
29, 1816; graduated at Yale in 1837 in the
same class with Mr. W. M. Evarts. He set-
tled at Maumee City, Ohio, and was elected
to the Ohio legislature in 1849. In 1850 he
removed to Toledo, and took a prominent
place at the Ohio Bar. In 1871 he acted as
tUnited States counsel at the Geneva arbitra-
tion on the Alabama claims. On the 4th of
March, 1874, he was appointed Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court. The Albany Law Jour-
nal says: " Chief Justice Waite had a charac-
ter and led a career upon which the biogra-
pher may well delight to dwell without
reservation or concealment. So far as it is
permitted to human nature, he was a spot-
less and perfectly admirable and balanced
being, wise, and good, and kind. In his
magisterial capacity he was distinguished by
wisdom ratherthan by great technical learn-
ing. He had the large sagacity and sound
sense such as characterized our honoured
Chief Judge Church, which enabled him to
measure justice rather than weigh or com-
pare precedents. Comparisons are odious
but natural; and therefore it'must be said
that he was not so great a judge as Marshall
-but who save Mansfield ever was?-and
that he was not so learned a lawyer as
Taney; but in both respects we deem him
superior to Chase."

SUPERIOR COURT.
DIsrIcr oF IBERvILLE, June 27, 1887.

Before LoRANGER, J.
CATUDAL v. DanM LusAR et al., and

RICHARDsON, mis en cause.
Registrar's certifcate-Right to be paid in ad-

vance-Taxation.
HELn:-That a regisirar, who is required by theSheriif to furnish a certificate of the hypo-

theca existing on a property about to be sold,
has a right to retain the tertißfcate until his
fees be paid. The registrar'8fees are subject to
taxation, but auch taxation can only be had r
upon the petition of a party interested in q
the report of distribution.

The judgment of the Court is as follows :- p
"La Cour, après avoir entendu les parties n

| au mérite de la requête du demandeur pour
faire déclarer absolue la requête nigi émanée
contre le mis en cause, examiné les procédu-
res et les pièces produites, et délibéré:-

" Attenduï que le demandeur allègue que
le shérif du district d'Iberville a requis le
mis en cause, régistrateur du comté d'Iber-
ville de produire le certificat des hypothèques
enregistrées contre la propriété saisie et ven-
due en cette cause; que le mis en cause au
lieu de se conformer à cette demande a adres-
sé au dit shérif un compte non taxé s'élevant
à la somme de $16, en déclarant que sur ré-
ception de ce montant il expédierait le certi-
ficat en question, et qu'il ne se désisterait
de ce certificat que sur paiement de cette
somme;

SAttendu que le demandeur, vu ce refus
du mis en cause, demande que la requête nigi
qu'il a fait émaner contre lui soit déclarée
absolue

"Considérant qu'aux termes de l'article
699 du Code de Procédure Civile, le shérif
doit se procurer du régistrateur de la Divi-
sion d'Enregistrement dans laquelle se trouve
l'immeuble vendu, un certificat des hypothè-
ques enregistrées sur cet immeuble jusqu'au
jour de la vente; lequel certificat le régistra-
teur est tenu de fournir moyennant rétribu-
tion fixée par ordre du Gouverneur en Con-
seil;

"Considérant qu'en vertu de l'article 705
C. P. C., le shérif a droit sur les deniers par
lui perçus à tous les frais par lui faits pour
arriver à la vente, ainsi que les honoraires
qui sont attribués à son office, après qu'ils
ont été taxés par le juge ou le protonotaire,
avec ensemble le coût des certificats des hy-
pothèques;

" Considérant qu'en vertu de l'article 740
lu dit Code, le régistrateur est réputé officier
lu tribunal pour tout ce qui concerne tel cer-ificat d'hypothèques, ainsi que pour la taxe
les honoraires et frais, et pour services ren-
lus à cet égard;
" Considérant que l'article 705 ci-dessus

ité établit une différence entre les honorai-
es du shérif et ceux du régistrateur en ce
u'il déclare que ceux du shérif pourront être
erçus après avoir été taxés par le juge ou le
rotonotaire, tandis que ceux du régistrateur
e sont pas soumis à la même règlè;
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IlConsidérant que le régistrateur, tout offi-
cier du tribunal qu'il soit pour les fins du
certificat d'hypothèques, a le droit de retenir
entre ses mains son certificat jusqu'au paie-
ment de ses honoraires;

"Considérant ioutefois que le régistrateur
étant un officier du tribunal pour les fins sus-
dites est soumis comme tel à la taxe de ses
honoraires, mais que cette taxe ne peut se

fir que sur un procédé contentieux entre
lu ttute partie intéressée soit dans le

Jugement de distribution, soit dans le certifi-
cat lui.mème.;

"ucConsidérant que le protonotaire est sans
uridiction à taxer le mémoire du régistra-

tour; que cette taxe doit se faire par le juge
'sur demande d'une partie intéressée et après
avis Préalable donné au régistrateur;*

" Considérant qu'il n'y a pas lieu de, main-
tenir la règle émanée contre le mis en cause;

RenIvoie la dite règle," etc.
M.Morin, for Petitioner.
M.Careau, for the Registrar.

SUPERIOR COURT-MONTREÂL.*

Nrca4tile Agency-Responsibility for commu-
TLcating to a subecrber an incorrect rePcrt
Con4cerning the standing of a person in bu8i-
neua.

IRLD :-That persona carrying on a mer-
cantile agency are responsible for the damage
Caused to a person in business by au incor-
r'ect report conoerning his standing, though
the report be only communicated confiden-
tialy to a subscriber te the agency on his
application for information.-osette v. Dunf
et cd., Wiàrtele, J., Nov. 12, 1887.

Negligene.Respn8bily.
IIBLD :-Where a reaping machine was be-

ing driven by the defendant along -the high-
Way, the knjfe te the right side of the road;
anid the plaintifris colt, which was strayl'ng
upon1 the road, ran upon the machine, not-
withstand.,n the defendant's efforts to kep
it Off-that the plaintiff wss not entitled te
rec-over the loss.-arr v. Black, in Review,
Johnlson, Papineau, Loranger, JJ., December
20, 1887.

To aIpear in montraal I*w Reports, 3.'S. C.

Ruilder's Reaponbility-C. C. 1688-Repaira
1te old houses-EMen&

UEmLD :-Where a builder makes repaire te
an old house, in order te hold him, responsi-
ble under C. C. 1688, it must be shown that
the deterioration or loss complained of arome
from. a defect in the repaira, or the omission
of something which the repairer was bounid
to do.-Parent v. Durocher, Johnson, J., June
30, 1887.

Promissory not-Illegal consderation-Note
given to obtezin consent te disoharge of in.ol-
,vent.

HE@LD :-That a note given by an insolvent
or by a third person, te induce the payee te
consent te the insolvent's diecharge, or te
sign a deed of composition, is null and void;
and where money is paid for the unie pur-
pose, it may be recoverea fromn the crediftbr
receiving it. The fact that the maker of the
note is the insolvent's father, does not con-
stitute a valid consideration for such a note;
for a benefit to another is a good considera-
tion only where the benefit can be had law-
fully. -Leclaire et al. v. Casgrain, Johnson, J.,
Nov. 18, 1887.

Pleading-Evidenc-Burlen of pof.

HitwD:-Where to a demand for money
lent, the defendant pleaded compensation by
a bon given to him by the plaintiff, which
bon was in these terme: IlGood te W. L Fo>~
"syth (defendant) for $500, balance of the
"payment of $1,000 purchsse prioe of two-
"twelftbs of Anticsti-not transferable ;n

and the plaintiff answered specially that the
bon was not given te the defendant person-
alIy, but in his capacity of manager of the
Anticosti Company-that the burden of proof
was on the plaintiff te prove the truth of the
special answer.-Bury v. Forvth, i Reviews
Johnson, Papineau, Iloranger, JJ., De*. 20,ý
1887.

Obligain-Joint aMi seeral miWewatimi

Bmn:-Where two persona wh1o W~ aold
one-fourth interest in an invention were con-
demned te make a practical test of the value
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of the invention, as stipulated in the con.
tract, or te repay the purchase rooney, that
the condemnation was properly joint and
several.-Dyjson v. Suieanor et aL, in Review,
Torranoe, Bourgeois, Loranger, Ji., Jan. 30,
1886.

.ExcUtio of judgment-Effect of in8cription in
revt-Delay.

HEm: L. Where a delay bas been fixed by
a judgment for the specific performance of an
obligation, and the case ils inscribed in re-
view, the delay runs enly from the date of
the final judgment confirming that of thë
Court below.

2. That a delay allowed by a judgment for
the execution of a contract is a delay in pro-
cMdure within the meaning of C. C. P. 24, and
where such delay expires on a Sunday' the
debtor may execute the obligation on the
following day. And se, where, the final judg-
ment in review was rendered January 30,
and February 14 and 28 were both Sundays,
it was held that the execution of the obliga-
tien on February 15 and March 1 was within
the delays of fifteen days and one month al-
lowed for the execution of the obligation in
Montreal and London respectively.-I>y8on
v. Mmenor et al., and Beuthner, in Review,
Johnson, Taschereau, Mathieu, JJ. (Mathieu,
J. dis&), Sept. 30, 1887.

DECISIONS ÀÂT Q UEBEC.*
Condition préalabl--Terme de pauement--DeUe

litigtetLs-Retrait.
JUGÉ: - le. Que la stipulation, dans un

contrat de vente d'une quantité déterminée
d'écorce de pruche, que des avances de $2.00
par corde seront faites au vendeur avant
l'expiration du temps où elle peut être pelée,
et que la balance du prix convenu pour
chaque corde sera payée à la livraison l'hiver
suivant n'est qu'un terme de paiement et
non une condition qui fasse dépendre de la
livraison de toute l'écorce l'exigibilité de ce
qui reste dû pour celle livrée; et que, la li-
vraison du tout fut-elle une condition préa- f
lable au paiement de partie, le défaut de faire
les avances au temps convenu ne permettrait

18i Q. L KR.

pas d'opposer la demande de la balance res-
tant due pour la quantité livrée.

20. Que le retrait de la dette litiaieuse, dont
l'existence est niée, ne peut pas être proposé
par des conclusions subsidiaires pour le cas
où la demande serait prouvée, ni par le débi-
teur qui a contesté jusqu'au bout; que le dé-
fendeur, tant qu'il conteste, ne peut pas user
de ce droit et que, pour demander le retrait,
il doit cesser de défendre.- W&i v. Gagnon,
C. S., Casault, J., 6 mai 1887.

Attachmunt-&cretion-I.n
8 dven«y.

Appellants, beiDg indebted te respondent,
for rooney expended upon certain dumping
cars held by him under lease from them,'made an assignaient in insolvency, under
the laws of Ontario, and their assignee sold
the cars te one Beemer, whereupon resliond-
ent seimd them, by attachment in the nature
of a saisie conservatoire, alleging his debt,
fraud and secretion on the part of appellants,
and that said cars were the only property
they possessed in the Province of Quebec.
Appellants petitioned te quash.

HIDLD:-That the facts disclosed did not
constitute a fraudulent secretion and were
flot sufficient te justify the attachment, and
that respondent, by his proceeding8, having
acknowledged the legai existence of appel-
lants, they had suficient intereat te conteat
the attachment.

That respondent having ariswered the pe-
tition te quash by a general denial only,
would thereafter be restricted te the precise
matter set up in his affidavit, and could net
avail hiroself of other proof in the record
which might show him te be entitled te the
remedy sought te be enforced.-Ontatjo Car
Co. & Hogan, in appeal, IDorien, C. J., Cross,
Baby, Church, JJ., oct. 8, 1887.

Te8tament-..Paiement de8 dettea-Partage...
Prescription.

Untestateur lègue à chacune de ses trois
illes deux lieues de front sur deux lieues de
irofondeur à prendre dans les seigneuries de
émisconata et Madawaska à partir du che-

ain du portage, et "Ile restant " des- sei-dites

lm0
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iôi
guuj5 £deux de ses fils, déclarant quf

les biens légués aux trois filles seront ex,
elupte du paiement des dettes qu'il laisseri
lors de Son décès, puis il fait d'autres legi
Particuliers, et la balance de sa successior
reste ab i'Ueut. plus tard (et c'était avafli
notre Code Civil) il vend ex neoeau"te ui,
ge-nte les deux seigneuries pour £15,000, puh,
Paie ses dettes au montant de e5,400. En
sorte qu'à Sa mort, il ne reste sur le prix
de vente des deux seigneuries, que £9,600,
qu Sont maintenant devant la Cour poui

~tSdistrbés
J'UQ :--Que les trois filles ne peuvent

Prendre dans cels £9,600 que leur part propor.
tionneOlle dans ce montant, et non la pr

q'u8 auraient droit d'avoir dans les £15,-
000, attendu que Pour faire contribuer les
deux garçons, qui ne sont que légataires
P4et'luliers, à leur rembourser leur part dans
les 4,400) e1mployés par le testateur au paie-
ruient de ses dettes, en supposant que le8
ailes auraient droit à ce remboursement, il
faudrait au Préalable démontrer que la Suc-
b's81îon a& intestat ne peut les rembourser;

2.Qu'un acte de partage fait en 1858, de
ce £1),6000 entre les cinq légataires de ces

1egn6tlries et où l'opposante (une des filles
'du testateur), alors mineure, y était repré-

setePar son tuteur, ne pourra plus êtreattaqué par celle-ci , si elle l'a ratifié en s'y
conforniant Pendant plus de trente ans après
êtr devenue mnajeure.-F,.a,. v. Potdiot, en

oct,,88;. , Andrews, Pelletier, J3.y 31

GWlaio Tul reck - Contrbutor negi-
gSDa=ge8 immediate and aub8eqtent-
P"i-l'C8ae at anchor.

RL:-oThat it in the bounden duty
'o ve5Sel under weigh, whether the vessel

at anchor b. Properly or improperly an-
reOd, tc> avoid, if it be possible with safety

the;;eý any co"iion wbatever;20. Tbat when a collision occurs between
a vessel at anchor and a ship under weigb,
1>Iimnd facje the vessel in'motion is in fault,

ish corn o rof is thrown on her and
ah u CrpelIe dto showý &Ilat Lho other vesse
'mflPrOPerly auchored and that the lm-

proper anchorage rendered the collision ini-
-evitable ;
t 3o. That where a ship in lost or recaïves

1 further injury after a collision, the pre-
i sumaption in that tbe lons or damage in caused
b by the collision, and the burthen is on the

*other vessel, if proved te be ini fault for the
collision, te show that the subsequent lons

i or damage was not caused by hier negligence ;
4o. That in the case ofaollision, those on

board the damaged ship must ea2hibit ordi-
nary courage ini standing by tbeir vuel and
show proper skill and seamanship according
te the circumetances of the case, but the
Court will make reasonable allowanoe for the
excitement which ususily attends a Collision,
and those on board will not be expected to
be so acute in their judgment as to act with
the same skill and coolness as if there lad
beeD no 'collision.-Roa et ai. v. Thae "«Heni
IV," Vice-Âdmiralty C'ourt, Hon. G. Irvine,
Q. C., J., De. 99 1887.

COURT OF QUEELV' BENCH-MONT-
REAL.*

Principai and agent-Agent exoeedirig limiti of
mandate-Rapon8ibility.

Hmm:-That an agent who has only a
lirnited authority, and who by going beyond
his authority, even while acting in good
faith, causes hie principal te suifer a lons, in
obliged te pay the loss. And no, where a
Person inatructed a bank clerk te give a
cheque for the amouint of a certain account,
and the clerk, late at night, gave the Party
the money instead, thereby preventing his
principal from rectifying an error which ex-
lsted in the account, it wus held that the
clerk could [not recover from hie principal
the amount paid in excese of what -was
really due.-Shea & Prenderga8t, Dorion, Ch.
J., Cross, Baby, Church, 33., Sept. 17,1887.

COURT 0F ÂPPRAL-RGBTR

Montreal, &atwday, Feb. 25, 1888.
(c Carl ne & Linaley.-Judgment reformed.

MKylr & Slykes-Two cases. Confihansd.
Co.poration of Haock t otr.Cn

@To appoain Monù Lms R.oea,8..

llnÈ LwAt #«S.
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.Mackenzie & Wil8on.-Confirmed.
Foabrooke & Murray.-Confirmed.
Lecours & Viau.-Confirmed.
Lefebvre & Monete.-Reversed, each party

paying bis own c osts in appeal; Tessier, J.,
dus8. as to costs.

Donovan & The Herald Company. - Con-
firmed.

Davidson & Grant.-Appeal dismissed on
motion for judgment of n'on pros.

Bussiè-re & Laurier.-C. A. V. on motion for
congé d'appel.

The Court adjourned to March 15.

Thursday, March 15.
Bussnère & Laurier.-Appeal dismissed.
Ex parte Mallette.-Petition to be appointed

bajilif, granted.
McIver & Montreal Stock Exchange.-Appeal

dismissed.
Parent & Cité de Montréal.- C. A. V. on mo-

tion for dismissal of appeal.
Cité de Montréal & Ecclésiastiques du Sémi-

nlaire de St. Sulpice.-Motion for leave to ap-
peal to Privy Concil rejected.

Fo8brook & Murray.-Rule for appeal to,
Privy Council discharged.

Claude & Weir.-Heard. C. A. V.
Garth & La Banque d'Hochelaga.-Ten con-

solidated cases. fleard. C. A. V.
Muir & Carter.-Part heard.

Frýiday, March 16.

Muir& Carter.-llearing concluded. C.A.V.
Parent & Cité de Montréal.-Appeal dis-

missed.
Darling & Dakers & Christie.-Heard.

C.A.V.
Hulmes & Carter.-Two ceues. Heard.

C. A. V.
James & .McDonald.-Part heard.

Saturday, March 17.
The Queen v. Tellier. -Conviction quashed.
James & McDonald.-Hearing concluded.

C. A. V.
Monday, March 19.

Trust & Loan Co. & -Monbleau. Heard.
C. A. V.

Labranche & Cassidy.-Heard. C. A. V.
Mitchell & Mittchel.-Part heard.

Tuesday, March 20.
Mitchell & Mitclull.-Hearing concluded.

C. A. V.
Anderson & The Pictou .Bank.-Hleard.

C.A. V.
Cie. de«Navigation & La Ville de Longueuil.

Settled.
Pekins & The Campbell Printing Co.-

Heard. C. A. V.
Gilman & Gilbert et al.-Heard. C. A. V.

Wednesday, March 21.
Ex parte Lajeunesse.-Petition to be ap-

Pointed bailiff granted.
Robinson & Canadian Pacic Ry. Go.-

Heard on motion for leave to, appeal frrom,
interlocutary judgment.

Rivet & La C'ité de Montréal.-Heard.
C. A. V.

Stet-enson & Canada Paper Co.-Heard.
C. A. V.

Desrosiers & Lamb.-Part heard.

Thursday, March 22.
Desrosiers & Lamb.-Hearing concluded.

C. A. V.
Gibb et al. & McA4dam.-Two cases. Heard.

C. A. V.
Curé etc. de la Fabrique de St Iidore & per-

ras.-Heard. C. A. V.
Kerr & Marchand.-Hoard. C. A. V.

Friday, March 23.
Palliser & Bedard.-HeardJ. Appeal dis-

missed.
McOuat & Morrison.-Heard. C. A. V.
Millier & Allaire.-Heard. C. A. V.
Piekford & Dart.-Part, heard.

Saturday, M[arch 24.
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. & Little Seminarj

of Ste. Thérèse de Blainvill.-Heard on motion
for leave to appeal from interlocutary judg-
ment. C. A. V.

Pickford & Dart.-Hearing resumed.

Afonday, March 26.
Robinson & Canadian Paczftc Ry. Co.-Mo-

tion for leave ta, appeal from. Interlocutory
judgmnent dismissed without caste.

Fairbanks & O'Halloran.-The cases
Appeal dismissed. Garnishee's petition re-
jected.

!ËRE :LÈGÀt XEWS. ê
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Dufreane & Dixon.-ConfirmeI.
Hewauit & Chapdeleine.-Confirmed.
-Pickf ord & Dart.-Hearing concluded.

C. A. V.
Murray & 1lurland.-Part heard.

Tuesday, March 26.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. CJo. & Littie Seminary

If Ste. Thbrèse de Blainville.-Motion for leave
tO appeal from interlocutory iudgment
granted

Latour & Grant.-Conflrmed.
GCrtier & Rolland.-Confirmed.
YeVelon & Kenny.-Confirmed, Cross, J. dims.
Labranche & Cassidy.-Confirmed.
Bemer & Trudel et al.-Motion by each

Party for leave to appeal from interlocutory
Iudgment granted.

i.furraY & Burland.-Hearing conclud/ed.

The Court adjourned to Saturday, April
7th.

THE LA TE Mr. W. H. KERR.

AComm11unication referring to the late Mr.
'Kerr gives the following particulars:

JaInes Hastings Kerrthe father of William
1la8tings Kerr, was a successful and
]7auch reSPectedI land agent. His grandfather,

9,ditiguisiied English barrister, settled at
quebelc in 1797. A friend of Scarlett, after-
Weards Lord Abinger, and Beat, afterwards
toid WYnford, and Baron McLelland, of the
Irishi Bar, he obtained that year an Imperial
aPPOiutlent, and was commissioned as
Judge of the Vice Admiralty Court at Quebec

othe 19th August, 1797; appointed judge of
the Rin'g's Bench, in 1807; called to the

txctveCouncil in 1812 ; tothe Légisative

the Court of King's Beach, during the
ftbsence of Chief Justice Seweîl in England,
I'l 1814-1816, and later on as Speaker of the
Leat:e Council. Hie died iu retrement,

W. Fiéec on r's May, 1846. wsnta
W* B Ke]ýsearly practice wsntaQuébec, but at Montreal, for wbich city be

'eft, after comapleting lis legal studios at
Quebec, first with Mr. (later on Judge) Jean
Chabot, aud la8tly with Mr. (now Sir) An-
drew Stua-rt, Chief Justice, Superior Court.
Oz let may, 1854, on leaving Montréal, lie

opened with a Québec barrister, J. M. Le-
Moine, a law office in St. Peter Street, Quebec,
under the style and firm of Kerr & Le-
Moine. In May, 1858, this partnersbip hav-
ing been dissolved by limitation, he entered
into partnership with the friend of hie youtli
aud fellow student, both at Mr. Chabot's and
Mr. Stuart's, Mr. Arcbibald Camupbell,
now joint prothonotary, Superior Court.
.After practising with succeas for a few
years at Quebec, under the well remem-
bered style of Campbell & Kerr, he sought in
Montreal a wider field for lis splendid
talents, wbere bis succees bas been so mark-
ed, and soon made as majiy friends in the
Commercial Metropolis of Canada, as he bad
loft behind in the Ancient Capital.

INSOL VENT NOTICES. ETC.

Quebec Officiai (JazeUe, Marck 10.
.Ditidendi.

Rie P. D. de Graindpré, Berthierville.-First and
final dividend, payable April _2, Kent & Turcotte,
Montreal, joint ourator.

lie J. A. Dufresne, Caooun.-liret dividend, pay-
able March 24 H. A. Bedard, Quebee, curator.

Rie J. G1. Hrarnilton Brown & Co.-First and final
dividend, payable March 27, A. W. Stevenson and W.
A. Caldwell loint curator.

Rie Patrick'P. Kelly.-Report of distribution, W. S.
Macla.ren, H untingdon, curator.

Rie Tiieodore iMalo.-Firat and final dividend, pay-
able April 2, Kent k Turcotte, Montreal, joint curator.

lie Olivier Proulx.-First and final dividen'l, pay-
able March 27, Kent & Turcotte, Montreal, joint
curator.

Rie L Robinson.-First and final dividend, payable
Marcb 27, A. W. Stevenson, Montreal, curator.

Rie D. B. Viger k Co.-First and final dividend,
payable March 27, Kent k Turootte, Montreal.
curator.

Diocha rge.
Rie Arthur H. Murpby, Quebee, application for ob-

firination of discharge, April 18.
Separation ag to FoPettY.

Adéline Flibotte vs. Olivier Chainpigny, St Hya-
cinthe, %Iarch 6.

Cordélie Guenette V8. Jules Hamelin, Montreal,
March 7.

Elmire Lamarche vs. Joseph Beauohamp, Montreal,
March 2.

Angèle Levesque vs. Jean Bélanger, St. Simon,
Feb.

Quebec Offiiai Gazette, Marck 17.
Judhcial Âbandonmeite.

Alfred Brassard trader, South Durham Marci 12.
Champagne kbecelies, grocers, St. liymanthe,

March 12.
F. X. Lepage Cie., dry goode Quebeo, Maroh 1I.
Win. Law MoKenzie, trader, lIaok Cave, Ma"c 9.
Langelier & Larivée, Quebec Mareh8.
La Sociétéi d'imprim;erie de M'oiette, Feb.2.

Curator# appoinied.
Rie ilelene respina (A. Hl. German'& Co.X Troe

Rivers.-Kent k 
1

ur.cote, Montreal, ourator. March 8.
Rie Amelia Michaels (Heas & Co.)-_J. PieD. Raie,

Montreal, owratori March 13.
Rie Irwin Jenkins et al- . y Ftt. K(ontreal,

curator, in plac of John Cane, Maroh Il.
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Re R& M. Levine, Fox Biver.-Freerick Voit, sDiven.Gaspé Basin, curator, March 3. Re Phjîjs ué-isadfnldvdepybeR. Ste. Marie & Co.-W. C. Craig, Montresi. pi 8 . emreu onracrtrcurator, March 1 Re Apr l t & C. Aug .- First nd final dividend alRe otiue héiaut-A Troote ndG. esere, pyabe pri 1C.Desmartea u, ,Montrsaî,curatarMontealjoin onator Marh 13 ReJohnon 1Co. Manron vl.-First and finalBe Ztiqu h iidede. ucateandGgDaere , payable April 18 , Cen &esmarteu , Mont- iedM ontre l,, join and finalRe L. F. T. Buisson. Three Rivers.-Dvidend, psy- li . W. Morency, Sherbrooke....Dividend, p.yable April 10, Kent & Turcotte, Montreal, ourator. able Aprl1,Kn ucotMnre onRe les. Collin & Frère, dry goods.- Second and finalcrarru 8,K t&TroteMorajindividend, payable March 31, B. A. Bedard, Quebec, BeÂdéarPré acie.Dviedpyalcurator. 
April 18, Kent &TrotMtaintortrRe L S. Fournier & Co., Mago.-First and final ReJ .A Tenurcotte, onrefia joivnt arroid, able ap 1.Kn &TrotMnt- able April 19, C. Desmarteau, Montreai, curator.1final dividen, p A Re Pierre Vallée, Ste. Martine.-Dividend, payableable April 3, C. Deamartesu, Montreal, curator. Apl1,Ket&TrotM teajiturorRe dward C. H ughes cabinet maker-First and SeI>aration as to I>roperty.final dividend, H.Wa and Aiez. (iowdey, joint Eulalie Ailard va. Seraphin Lauzon, farmer, Ste.curator, Mon treai. Geneviève, March 16.

Victoire Boivin vs. J. Bts. alias Jules Allaire,S.amtion as to .Propergy. Montres!, March 22.Marie Martine Bélivesu va. Alphonse Gaudet, St. Eniily Davideon vs. Francis Corey Mntton, cabinet-Célestin Th7ree Rivera, March 5. .maker and contractor, Mount Ryal Vals, Feb. 27.Rose~rie alis Drochr ~.Lo~Mathildée Dubreuil vs. Emiie Guenette, trader, St.Mosetrie isDuoc va.c I os oeph Ltour, Dominique, March 24.
Quebec Ojil gazette, Marck 241. GENERAL NOTES.

Muti" Abassdonmenge. The Quebec logisiature ie to meet May 15.Thomas Penroso Actesau, L'Anse au Gascon, coun ty Mr. Robert Sedgewiok, Q.C., cf Halifax, has beonof Bonaventure, March 13. appointed deputy minister of justice of Canada.Solomon Barnum, township of Brome, March 7. Fifty iaw associations having been appiied ta inJoaeph Beaudry, butter manufacturer, St. Jérome, January ta express their Yîews on the suggeatedMfarch 14. fusion of the legs! profession, twenty-seven sent noUlric Germain & frère, tannersand carriera, Que. replies at al; fourteen thouglit any acheme, aven ifbec, March 21. desirable, impracticable; and fine only were in favorArthur Pagé, Joliette, March 16. of the suggestions made.-Law Times (Lendais).John Thompson, trader, township of Havelook, An epigram worth recording wau deiivered in theMarch 13. Court of Appea on Monda. Oberdca"sd(Jurator arpointed. Lord JusticewBwen, "are iike chiokena; the'y vorRe Alfred Brasaard.--J. 0. Dion, St. Hyacinthe, often come home ta roost."l W. are veryirlad tahorycurator, Maroh 21. it, and trust that Her Majet' judges wsll note sudDividends.remepber t isieoe of forinsio natural history.-Re Emond & Ste. Marie.--Second and final dividend, An application waa made to Mr. Justice Day ta holdpayble April 6, C. D-esmarteau, Montreai, curator. vrac uniafrth*'noe im fteBeS. A. Valoit.-Firat and final dividsnd, payable covert as case unti ba i the"lunchen th ime of iApri 8,C. D8matea, Motrel, cratrinissed hie train. Mr. Justice Day: You shouldSeparation a& to Prmopet. aak that the case b.e pcatponed until aftor -theM nt dourupeo for" the court" dos not lunch~1dJaneAustn va Thmas rown steedoe, ntapekofwhat individuala do, but ".the o; urdo
real, March 20. dos ot lunch. Mr. Winch: If abs court dosa flotMinutes of Notariea Tran*ferred. lunch, I may say the bar dosa; I do not op'eose MYlearnsd friend's application. The Xt. pae Gazette

0f lato Joseph Léonard ta L. C. Tassé. N.P., Beau- says, with referencs ta Mn. Justice Day'saview of the.harnois. 
impersonal, 'lcourt"': "4An order wus pansed oncs by a

Oflate L. N. D. d'Argy to, J. A. Hébert, N.P., certain judge in Groator Britain, fining a man who, ta,
Princeville. .quote the record, puraued the court with a petitionQuebec Qélcial Gazette, Marck SI. and even preaumed to pull the court's lsg whie tii.Ji.doi;l Abndmient. curt as etting into its dog-cart,"

ABANDOND To IhE RÂia.-The following is thehead-Malvina Dubois (" F. Arpin & Cie ,,), Mariovillo, note ta the case of Ward V. Gresnld, in the ticurt ofMarch 23. Chancery of New Jersey: " Where a party cl.àiming '
Edmond Julisn, currier and tanner, Hedîsyville, ta be an a8sign se of certain otae made in 18,March 24. and cl dm by him o een asgned in 1oSimon Méthot, trader, Grand River, Gaspé, March testifies that tgh agreemonts relating ta ths sae o#17. O araponethe mnortgçagea, and abe asai ment to him, wsre,Cura#" a»Qnted.while in bis possession, satenlg rau, the fact that theBe Solomon Barnumi.-Joseph Landsberg, prelighs- douments wermelaced ivithin ths resch of rats by aburg, curator, March 20. business man ivj be hld plenary proof that theyBe J. B. Chanxpagne et al.-J. 0. Dion, St. Hya- ivere of no other value than as food forrasanthcinthe curaton. March 28. presumption of pa?'ment rai lpe fts, sudl tiiRe C5harlotte Billinvsloy (Emil Poiiwka & Co.)_-S. allawed ta prevail.' rmlpectmeiiIbC. Fatt, Montreal, curator, March 27. A Young lawysr employed ta defend a cuipnitRe Henry Gardner. trader, St. Ferdinand d'Halifax. chargsd with stealing a p resolved ta c onvince the-H. A. Bsdard, Quebse, curator, Marah 21. court that hswe sbor tibns. AccordinglyhepoBe Lanlgelier &La.ivé.-... 0. Dion, St. Hyacinthe, csedcd ta dsliver the following sxorum 1 Ma yrotcuraton, Ms rch 28. pleaae the court and esntlemon of the. jury, wühlsRe J. B. Protesu tailler, St. Thomas Montmagny.- Europe is bathed in blood; while classic Greece 15H. A. Bedard, Quee, curaton March 26. struggling for hsr rights su lbordes, sud tranlingBe Vilbon Savard, district ouQuebec.-Kent & Tur- the unhalîowed sItars of the bsarded infides1tust.cotte, Montres!, joint curator, Mareh 24. while Ameia mhimes forth the. briglitest orb in theBe John Thompson.-Johw Bold, Beauharnois, politisaI sky--I, with due diffidence, riae tQ dsfond the.ourator, Marci 27. cause cf this humble hog-tif, '


