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INTERVENTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY
PROCEEDINGS.

A small question of procedure was raised in
_he case of Merino v. Ouimet, with reference to
ul""31"r'ent.ioms in bankruptcy proceedings. A
Writ of attachment had issucd against the
tate of Ouimet at the instance of Merino. The
Intervenants wished to have this proceeding
8et aside, but they came into Court, simply
Alleging themselves to be creditors, and con-
®luded forthwith for the quashing of the
:;tt:chmeut, without asking permission to
ill"tl:vene’ or to be recogni:‘ued as intervenants
‘¢eed'e cause. The practice in bankruptcy pro-

Ings, it is possible, has not been so strict
O well defined as in ordinary cases, but when
rhe irregularity was formally objected to by a
co”We. en droit, the Court at once insisted on

Mpliance with the procedure enjoined by the

Ode (Art. 154 et 5q.).

ARCHITECTS FEES.

In the case of Footner & Joeeph, nearly twenty
Years ago, the Court of Queen's Bench held
3t an architect suing for a commission,
OUgh no express agreement be proved, may
tablish the value of his services and recover
a Cfol' a 'qw‘zntum meruit. The Court may adopt
em:fllmlsslon a8 & convenient mode of remun-
entilton, but not because an architect is by law

led to a commission on the outlay. The
Ay Was very clearly put by the late Mr. Justice
‘g Win: « It would be dangerous,’” he said, « to
« olppose.that architects could establish their
“ &n: tariff of prices within their own guild,
“n thus tax their own bills. That could
“ tl:)t be sustained, and if the Court now adopted
wy o Standard of 2} per cent, it was not
« l:ee‘“lse there was no proper evidence to
w, 0% what was the value of the plaintiffs
“ Services, ¢ was, therefore, necessary to take

© evidence given, which seemed to ¢stablish
« 3 Percent. as a fair remuneration. But he
“y d lfot subscribe to the doctrine, that because

l)“lldiug costs £20,000, the architect was

€g

« to have a certain percentage on that sum, on
« gecount, perhaps, of the introduction of a
« number of foreign novelties and luxuries,
« which in no way increased his responsibility
« or labor. His business was to see that the
« house was properly constructed, and the mere
« expenditure could form no basis of the value
« of hisservices. Heagreed with the judgment
« pecause it did not adopt that basis.” 5 L. C,
J. 226. The case of Roy v. Huotpet al., before
Mr. Justice Torrance, noted in this issue, is
very much like that of Footner & Joseph, and
was decided in accordance with the principle

there laid down.

VACATING OF SOERIFPS SALES.

An instance of misdescription, sufficient
under 714 C. P., to vacate a sheriff's sale, is
afforded by the case of Comp, de Prét et C:-édit
Foncier & Baker, noted in the present number.
The lot instead of being forty-five feet front, as
described, was ouly thirty feet front, that is to
sav it contained only two-thirds of the alleged
co'ntents. The adjudicataire availed himself of
Art. 714, C. P., which says that if the immove-
able differs so much from the description given
of it in the minutes of seizure that it is to be
presumed that the purchaser would not have
ponght had he been aware of the difference,
the sale may be vacated at the suit of the pur-
chaser. The difference, here, was so great,
that it seemed to leave little room for argu-
ment; but the plaintiff, who contested the
petition of the adjudicalaire, argued that the
Jatter, having been the immediate vendor of the
person on whom the land had been sold, must
have been aware of the mistake. If he had
been trying to obtain any advantage by vacating
the sale, this objection would perhaps have
been more formidable. But the adjudicataire
was simply asking to get back what he had
already paid. A new plan of the property, in
fact, had been made since the first sale, and
the cvidence seemed to show that the adjudi-
cataire's sgent had been misled. The present
case was easily distinguished from the cases of
Melangon & Hamilton, 16 L. C. J. 57, and
Douylaa é- Douglas, 3 Q. L. .B. 197, which were
cited by the appellants, for in both those cases
the adjudscataire did not seek to _vacat? the sale,
but to be repaid a portion of the price as the
value of the deficiency.
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NOTES OF CASES.

SUPERIOR COURT.
Mox~TREAL, Oct. 6, 1879.

CoRPORATION OF VILLAGE OF VERDUN, Petitioners,
and CorPORATION OF ViLLA3E oF CoTE ST.
Pav, Respondents.

Homologation of plan of municipality— Reserve of
disputed right.

This was a petition by the Corporation of the
Village of Verdun under 40 Vic,, cap. 41 (Que-
bec), sec. 6, to obtain confirmation and ratifica-
tion of the plan of the municipality. The
Corporation of the Parish of Cote St. Paul and
of the Village St. Gabriel intervened, and de-
clared that there existed before the making of
the plan of which the confirmation was asked,
a difficulty which was not yet settled, relative
to the limits of the municipality of the Village
of Verdun and Cote 8t. Paul and St. Gabriel ;
that this difficulty consisted in a dispute as to
the ownership of the land to the northwest of
the Montreal Aqueduct, from the edge of the
water to the line of the land of the Aqueduct ;
that this space of land is in the plan to be con-
firmed, and if it be homologated as it is, the
judgment of the Court might be invoked by
the petitioners against the contestants. These
corporations, therefore, prayed that the demand
of petitioner be rejected as to the land com-
prised between the edge of the water and the
line of the Montreal Aqueduct, wherever the
municipalities in question were contiguous.
The petitioners answered this declaration by
saying that the plan was only a plan of the
Village of Verdun, and for the purpose of homo-
logating certain proposed lines of streets en-
tirely within the said village.

TorraNcg, J. I see no difficulty in confirm-
ing and ratifying the plan of petitioners, but it
will be done with a reserve of any right which
the contestants may have or pretend to the
strip of land between the water of the Montreal
Aqueduct and the boundary of the land of the
Aqueduct, where it touches the land of said
municipality.

Macmaster, Hall § Greenshields for petitioners.

L. O. Taillon for respondents,

AvLugr, District of Ottawa, Oct. 13, 1879-
Cuppie v. Cassipy.

Summons — Defendant resident in Ontario, with
property in Quebec—38 Vict., c. 9 (Que.)

This was an action for the recovery of the
amount of a promissory note, made at the city
of Ottawa, in the Province of Ontario, by Daniel
Cassidy, the deceased husband of the defeudﬂn!"
Both parties, plaintiff and defendant, were domi*
ciled in the Province of Ontario, and the defend”
ant was personally served with a copy of the
declaration and writ of summons at her domicile
in the city of Ottawa. Plaintiff alleged in hi
declaration that defendant was possegsed of real
estate in the District of Ottawa, in the Pro
vince of Quebec. Defendant pleaded an ¢« excep”
tion déclinatoire.” Issue was joined on said
exception, and after hearing the parties, the
judgment of the Court (Bourgeois, J.) was 88
follows :—« Considering that the plaintiff bas
alleged in his declaration that the defendant i
in possession of real estate within this Districh
and that the allegations in said exception ar®
insufficient and unfounded in law, doth dismis®
the said exception of the defendant, with costé
&c”

Fleming, Conroy & Roney tor plaintiff.
A. Rochon for defendant.

Mox~TreaL, October 14, 1879

MeriNo v. OuvimeT, Boniy et al., petitioners, and )
Mgrivo, contesting,

Insolvent  Act—Compulsory Liquidation— Inter
vention.

A writ in compulsory liquidation having
issued against Ouimet, the petitioners, getting
up that they are creditors of Ouimet in a su®
of $30 for professional services, that defendant
is not insolvent, and that plaintiff is acting i®
collusion with him, prayed that the attachmen®
be set aside. The conclusions of the petitio®
were in these words : —

“ Pourquoi les requérants concluent a ce qu°
le dit bref soit déclaré avoir été émané illégal®”
ment, & ce qu'il soit déclaré illégal et nul, ai
que tous les procédés adoptés sur icelui, et
qu'ordre soit donné au syndic L. Dupuy et 8® -
gardien de remettre la possession des biens
meubles et animaux saisis en vertu du dit P
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a‘lu;allli, pour le bénéfice de ses créanciers, le
avec dépens distraits,” &e.
:ll answer in law was filed by plaintiff, on
causiround that petitioners were not in the
on t,,o a‘nd that they should first obtain permis-
he l'ntervene before they could be heard on
s erits of the petition.
jud;::ﬁ’ J, 1?1aintained the réponse en droit, the
wp ent being as follows :—
mém: cour ny’ant entendu les parties sur le
Tang, de 1a réponse en droit faite par le de-
N pro(;lfr 4 la reqtféte en cette cause, examiné
hh ed.m:e et délibéré ;
IOiO(;lBld?m.nt que les diverses dispositions de
e faillite relatives i la procédure & suivre
‘;;ZB. inst&fnces ufées de contestations régies
Quels 1) lt? loi, a’ut:orlsent, dans tous les cas aux-
cation dne: pa:s ;te autrem.ent pourvus, 'appli-
Ordingirg. ; régles prescrites pour les causes
£
ie;‘uCOImia:u’arant qu'il ne peut étre permis & un
rocié;l’llelque soit son intérét, de faire aucun
Pend, ;t en son nom, dans une instance déja
e, € S!fns y.a.vou été recu partie, conformé-
Aate ':illx dispositions des articles 154 et suiv-
requérau code (?e P.C.; Renvoie la requéte des
‘ntey Dtsj n}mxs' sous régerve de leur droit
venir réguliérement en cette cause, pour
Protection de leurs intéréts.”
Arehambauis & Archambault for petitioners,
» Pelletier for plaintiff, contesting.

MonTreAL, October 18, 1879,

Roy v. Huor et al

Arch Y
i .
b‘ed—Evzdence——Proof of value of services
Y witnesses where there is no express agreement
8 to remuneration.

:‘l::t:ction was to recover compensation at
ouses ;); 2 per cent: on the cost of certain
'Uper" ¢ construction of which had been
Intended by the plaintiff as one of the

n:ft sRoy & Resther, architects. The de-
0 ang Pleaded that they had agreed to pay
oreou no more, and that they had paid ; and,
£ the cr’ that there was neglect in execution
eemeol:tmct. The plaintiff replied that the
itug had reference to works of much less

Y at g ¢, and that defendants had agreed to

¢ rate asked, 2 per cent.

To
Mﬁ?mcm, J.  The defendant takes the
0 that the plaintif has to prove an

fend
20

agreement for the larger amount, and that he
cannot prove it by verbal testimony. This
question was raised and decided long ago in
Footner & Joseph, 5 L. C. J. 225 (A. D. 1860),
and it was there held that the architect could
prove by witnesses the valne of his services.
The question simply is how much should be
paid to the plaintiff ? The defendants say that
they employed Resther rather than Roy, and
that the latter was inattentive, for a reason I
need not further allude to, than to say that it
was a reason for the dissolution of the partner-
ship between Roy & Resther. The witness,
Decelles, says Roy visited the works three or
four times a week at first, and afterwards twice
a week, except during a fortnight, when he did
not come. It is not proved that the defendants
suffered by inattention on the part of the plain-
tiff. He has already received $200. I shall
allow him $200 more.
A. Mathieu for plaintiff.
L. Huot for defendants.

Keiey v. Tae HoCHELAGA Murval Fire

Insurance Co.

Insurance—* Material fact "—Omission of tnsured
to disclose that a threat had been made to durn

his store.

This was an action on a fire policy to recover
for loss by fire $2,000. The defendants pleaded :
1. concealment of a material fact when the
policy was taken out; 2. non-compliance with
the conditions of the policy as regards proof of

loss within 30 days.
TorraNce, J. As to the non-compliance

with the requirements of the policy, I think
there was waiver so far as the delay of 30 days
wag concerned, within wkich the proof had to
be made. The real point in the case is whether
there was concealment of & material fact on
the 6th June, when the insurance was effected,
and when the plaintiff omitted to say that in
the month of February, four months before, he
was informed that the people there threatened
that if the people of Paspebiac came up there
to beat the people, they, the people of New
Carlisle, would burn his (Mr. Kelly's) store and
pang bim. The people of Paspebiac did not
come up, and nothing happened. The fire on
the 17th June was supposed to be the act of an
incendiary, but in no wise connected with the
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election of February. Under these circum-
stances, was it material to mention the threat
in February, in making the insurance in June ?
I must here judge the fact as if I were a jury-
man, and I hold that it was not a material fact.
The pleas are therefore overruled, and judg-
ment given for plaintiff.

Bethune & Bethune for plaintiff,

Davidson, Monk § Cross for defendants.

CATELLIER et al. v. CassanT et al., and Hearton
et al, T.S.

Saisie-arrét— Garnishee making imperfect declara-
tion— Costs.

This case was before the Court on a contes-
tation of the declaration of Henry J. Shaw as
garnishee. He made a first declaration in
January to the effect that he owed defendants
$46 after deducting value of double windows,
wkich was about $50. He made a second de-
claration in March of a more special character,
in which he said that owing to the acts of
plaintiff and the failure on the part of defend-
ant to complete his work and his contract, the
garnishee had been put to considerable loss
exceeding $50 ; that he owed 346 to defendant,
The plaintiff contested these declarations.

Torranck, J. The simple question is whether
the garnishee owes more than he declared.
He had a contract with the defendant by
which the latter agreed to do certain work to
be certified by Mr. Thomas, the architect, for
the sum of $220. The evidence clearly shows
that the contract was not completed. Apart
from the question of the double windows, the
staircase was not completed, and the architect
had never certified to the completion. The
declarations were imperfect, and while the
contestation is dismissed, it is without costs,

Couillard for plaintiffs,
Kerr & Carter for defendant.

" CoNsOLIDATED BANK OF CANADA v, Davipson
et al, RippELL, assignee, and STaNLEY,
petitioner.

Insolvent Act—Meeting of Creditors— Adjournment

—Production of vouchers with claim,

The petitioner in this case asked that the
assignee and inspectors be ordered not to ac-
wpt certain tenders which had been made.
‘I'ne assignee contested the petition, Objection

had been taken by the petitioner to the regu-
larity of the proceedings, because the meeting
of creditors had been adjourned at the call of
the chairman, which, it was contended, was
equivalent to an adjournment sine die, and new
notices were necessary.

JrTTE, J., said he had felt some difficulty on
the question of adjournment, because he knew
thatit wasa common practice for parliamentary
committecs to be adjourned at the call of the
chairman, and this was considered equivalent
to a regular adjournment. But on turning to
May’s Parliamentary Practice, he found the fol-
lowing :—« A gelect committee ought to be
regularly adjourned from one gitting till
another, though in practice the reassembling
of the committec is sometimes left to be
afterwards arranged by the chairman, by whose
direction the members are summoned for &
future day : but this practice, not being regular,
can only be resorted to for the convenience of
the members, and with their general concur-
rence.” It was evident, therefore, that the prac-
tice in question existed by tolerance only.
The mecting in the present case wag, therefore,
not properly adjourned, and the usual notices
should have been given of the next meeting-
But, on the other hand, the assignee answered
that the petitioner had no right to complain of
this, becausc he had not proved his claim
against the estate of the insolvents. Sec, 104
of the Insolvent Act requires that claims must
be accompanied by the vouchers on which they
are based. Here there was only a statement of
account, whereas the claim rested on two notes
which were not produced. The petitioner,
therefore, had mo standing before the Courty
and the petition must be dismissed.

Davidson & Cushing for petitioner.
J. L. Morris for contestants.

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH.
MonTrEAL, Sept. 16, 1879.
Sir A. A. Dorron, C.J, Monk, Rausavy, TessiER
and Cross, JJ.

GorpoN et al, (intervenants below), Appellants,
und HorTe (plaintiff below), Respondent.
Pledge— Moveables not in possession of pledgee.

The appeal was from a judgment of the
Superior Court, Papineau, J., dismissing the
intervention of the appellants. (22 L.C.J. p. 34)
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'l;he intervenants claimed to be the owners
OUr horses seized in the possession of one
¢, at the instance of Hotte.

be;?:ﬁ intervenants’ claim was based on a deed
"hicz .Ilotary, of 26th January, 1875, from
indeb it appeared that Currie, being then
ted to the intervenants in the sum of
%::'5& transterred the horses to them to
. re this debt; the animals were to remain
th_eil" Possession until August 1st, 1875, when
m“i‘;m might take them back if the debt was

fOl']l:::’ material portion of the deed was as
et msf—“Et pour sfireté du remboursement
bit ement d'icelle somme, le dit David Currie,
arkeur, & transporté et mis ¢s mains du dit
em.e Gordon " les chevaux et harnais, et « ce
eI pourra en jouir A sa disposition sans
ai::°i°“ encourir aucuns risques, jusqu’au
s‘lacit?nt par le dit comparant de la somme
'emet:e‘ temps auquel le dit Clarke Gordon
ur Ta les dits objets ¢s mains du dit débi-
» €t 8 au contraire, le dit terme, ler Aout,
U le dit débiteur n'a pas effectué le rem.
Sement de la dite somme, le dit Clarke
™don gardera pardevers lui les dits objets et
8Ta et restera propristaire.”

;m.‘e debt was not paid before 1st August, but
Intervenants, in the opinion of the Court,
they Bot taken possession of the horses, and
Were seized #1st August, 1875, in Currie’s
esession' The Court below considered that
i, la!"eement of 2€th January, 1875, was
w 2 Y & pledging of the horses, and as they
ot in the possession of the intervenants
Driﬁ‘; time of the seizure, the latter had no
®8e. The motif of the judgment was as

81 “Considérant spécialement qu'il est
deul:veaqﬂ.e les intervenants ont pris du défen-
Crin. * titre de sireté du paiement de leur
187;1(;" par l’acte en question du 26 Janvier,
q“’il’a e,s chevaux et harnais y mentionnés, et
o g lllen ont jamais eu la possession actuelle
€ depuis le mois de Mai, 1875, jusqu'au

tionf)v 's de Ia gaisje, &c., déboute 1a dite interven-

I .
cory. *PPeal, this judgment was held to be
°t, anq was confirmed unanimously.

C.
a. Stephens for appellants ; Trenholme &

L %)

%7eR. coungel,
Ouimet & Nantel for respondent.

€]

Comp. D Prer Br Crepir FowNcmr (plffs.
below), Appellants, and Baker et al. (ad-

Judicataires below), Respondents,
-

Shen_'ﬂ"} Sale— Misdescription of immoveable—
Sale vacated.

The appeal was from a judgment of the
Superior Court, Montreal, (Johnson, J.) granting
the petition of the adjudicalaires, and setting
agide a décret.

The adjudicataires, respondents, had bought
at sheriff's sale an immoveable in Delisle
Village, described as being 45 feet front by 90
feet deep. After paying for the property, they
discovered that it was only 30 feet front, where-
upon they presented a petition, under 714 C. C.
P, alleging that they would not have bought
the property had they been aware of the de-
ficiency in contents, and asking that the sale
be vacated. The plaintiff contested this
petition, alleging that the sale was without
warranty as to contents, and that the adjudi-
cataires, being themselves the auteurs of Pela-
deau, defendant in the cause, were aware of the
actual contents of the property,

The Court below maintained the petition,
and set aside the décret, © but considering that
petitioners were the original vendors as we}l as
adjudicataires,” the petition was maintained

without costs.

Appellant argued that the sale was without
warranty as to the contents of the immoveable
(708 C. C. B.); and further that the cadastral
number was a sufficient description, (C. €. 2168).
The claim of the adjudicataires was based on
C. C. 714 : “S8heriff's sales may be vacated &c.
if the immoveable differs so much from the
description given of it in the minutes of seizure,
that it is to be presumed that the purchaser
would not have bought bad h}a lfew.awa.re of
the difference.” Now, the adjudicataires here,
being the immediate auteurs of the (%efendant,
could not claim any right under this article.
The appellant also urged that the. defendant
had not been served with the petition, a8 715

. required.
C"Il:he e::dgment was unanimously confirmed

in appeal.
M. E. Charpentier for appellant.

Barnard & Monk for respondents,
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CorporaTiON or TowNsmIP oF GRANTHAM (defts.
below), Appellants, and Courvre et al.
(plffs. below), Respondents.

Promissory note of Municipal Corporation— Alleged
want of authority,
The respondents obtained a judgment ex
Pparte on the following promissory note :—

$872.02 .
Sorel, 12 Juillet 1877.
Trois mois de cette date pour valeur regue, la Cor-
poration municipale du township de Grantham promet
payer A l'ordre de L. A. Senecal, au bureau de la
Banque des Marchands, ici, la somme de $872.02

courant.
P. N. Dorrox,

Maire.
J. T. Cava,

Sec. Tresorier.

The defendants appeared but did not plead.
They now appealed from the judgment, on the
ground that the Mayor and Secretary Treasurer
had no authority to sign the note on behalf of
the municipal corporation, without being
authorized to that effect by a resolution of the
council, and that no authorization had been
proved in this case.

The appeal was dismissed, the Court being
of opinion that the note being apparently
regular, and the appellant having failed to ob-
Jject to the want of authority in the Court below,
could not be permitted to attack the Jjudgment
on that ground now.

A. Germain for appellants.

M. Mathie.u for respondents,

Scrogay (deft. below), Appellant, and Gorpox,
. (PIff. below), Respondent.

Appeal—Reasons of appeal jounded upon alleged
irregularities of procedure in Court of first
instance, of which appellant did not complain
in Review.

The appeal was from a Jjudgment of the Court
of Review, condemning the appellant in the sum
$100 damages, for having illegally and without
probable cause issued a writ of saisie-arrét before
Jjudgment against the effects of regpondent.
It appeared that in 1873 Gordon was residing
on a farm at Rawdon, and his father-in-law
McEwen was living with him. The appellant,
Scroggy, under a transfer from McEwen, which
had not been signified, issued the saisie-arrét in
question, and Gordon’s effects were seized, but
the action was not returned. Gordon then sued
for damages, and Scroggy appeared, but did not

I

plead. Judgment went for $1.50 only. GordoB
thereupon carried the case to the Court of
Review by which the amount of damages w88
increased to $100. It was from this judgment
that Scroggy (now represented by his assigneé
Beausolell) appealed, the grounds of appes!
being numerous irregularities of procedure i
the Superior Court. .

Sir A. A. Doriox, C.J., remarked that ScroggY
had filed a factum in the Court of Review, iB
which he made no mention of the alleged
irregularities. He had acquiesced in the judg”
ment of the Superior Court, and asked for it8
confirmation. Now he wished to appeal from
it. The judgment must stand confirmed.

Monk & Butler for Appellant,

Beigque & Choguet for Respondent.

STATUTES OF QUEBEC, 1879.
(ASSEMBLY BILL No. 121.)

[Hon. Mr. Mercier, Sol. Ger-
An act respecting Coroners’ Inquests,

Whereas it is expedient to put an end 0
the holding of useless inquests in the Provinc®
of Quebec, in the case of sudden deaths arisin§
from accidents and without the commission of
any crime; Therefore, Her Majesty, by and
with the advice and consent of the Legislaturé
of Quebee, enacts as follows :

1. No coroner shall hold an inquest on the
death of any person unless he is farnish
with a certificate signed by a justice of the
peace establishing that there is reason 10
suspect that such death had been caused by thé
commission of a crime, or when such inqﬂf’"
is demanded by a requisition in writing sign
by the mayor or the curé, pastor or mission!
of the locality or by a justice of the peace ©
the county.

2. After or during such inquest, the coronéf
may give an order to bury the body of suck
person, aud this order shall always be ct{ﬂ‘
sidered as an authorization to proceed with
such burial.

3. The body of any person, suddenly 4%
ceased, by pure accident and whose deces®®
has not given rise to such information, “‘
above mentioned, shall be buried in the ordi®
ary manner ; and no certificate or authorizatio®
shall be required in order to proceed with guc
burial. i
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pr:;i::l.e death' of any person detained in the
f°mmtoml penitentiary, common jail or re-
& court Ty, under f:he authority of a judgment of
. or otherwise but without necessitating
¢omplaint or r. quisition mentioned in the
er:itc‘;:’f?;mn, shall be established in a register
with ti all for‘tfxe future be kept in accordance
Code be provisions of title two of the Civil
herig Yy the an’dt':n of the penitentiary, the
il g4 of the dlstrfct in which such common
h Or the guardian of such reformatory, as
© case may he.
m:t;tiI: the case. of an inquest, held as above
real] ned, the jurors, if they think the same
%'Tlecessary, may require the services of a
(ly;l('lan of the locality where the inquest is
Or of the ncarest possible locality.
yst.h:‘he 'custs of‘such. inquests are regulated
art oftarlﬁ" contained in Schedule A. forming
the present act.
o :uzzit'hin fifteen days following the holding
taileg Inquest, the coroner shall send a de-
statement of the costs of such inquest
the Provincial Secretary, with a certified

€o; .
lnpy 'Of the information or requisition above
€Dtioneq,

P

ofa,; ‘.;Any hu{nan b()fiy found within the limits
llriedown’ city, parish or towaship, shall be
e, ‘toat th.e expense .of the corporation of
Proviug wn, city, parish or township; and the

lons of the third section shall apply to
Ch buria),

9.
the dThe present act shall come into force on
ay of its sanction.

To the ¢, SCHEDULE A. .
Toa phy‘il,'oper,ffee for each inquest and return $ 6 00
To,. b Miclun, for external examination...... 5 00
Tothe Y8ician, for internal examination...... 10 00
forog;‘)gey and physician travelled specially
°°Veric mquest, for travelling expenses,
To o ng all such expenses, per mile. ..... 010
6 ¢ i i
, iyl tummonins witss ach
o oY e
To s:onﬂtuble SUINMONINg jury .........ene. 100
ordi;re‘ﬂl‘y or clerk in cases of an extra-
Fo, e eu,:'ry nature, per day ..... e 200
‘Mical lysi s ic oy
alyg analysis, to comprise every an-
O‘Qtﬂ:m&de on one body or any part or parts
8ame body, for ohe inquest ......... 20 00

b’t :ne"era chemical analysis is decmed necessary
to th, t':ry and the coroner, the coroner will report
P’ Whon, Orney General, who will select the physician
mdl'!lent such analysis is to be made, and if such
oujg ¢ . and analysis shall have been especially diffi-
tup,, aW officers of the Crown may allow a greater

4]
Teasonahle expenses, such as place to hold the

inquest, taking charge of the body, notifying the
coroner, burial expensges of paupers, to be paid. .

All acoounts in connection with services of phy-
sicians and burial expenses, to be certified by the

foreman of the jury.

(ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 4.)
. [Hon. Mr. Chauveau, Prov. Sec.
An Act respecting Lunatic Asylums in the
Province of Quebec, subsidized by the Gov-
ernment.

Her Majesty, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Legislature of Quebec, enacts as
follows :—

1. Only lunatics who have not themselves or
through some relatives bound by law to support
them, the means to pay in whole or in part their
expenses of maintenance in a lunatic asylum,
shall he admitted into asylums at the expense
of the Government.

In order to obtain the admission of a pauper
lunatic into one of the asylums of the Province,
at the expense of the Government, it shall be
necessary that a relative, friend or guardian of
the patient make application therefor by a letter
addressed to the Provincial Secretary.

2. This application must be accompanied by
three certificates in the form set forth in the
appendix under the letters A, Band C. (The
forms ave too lengthy for publication here.)

3. The form A must be signed by three citi-
zens residing in the same place as the lunatic.

Form B must be signed by a physician, estab-
lishing the state of the patient’s mind and
declaring whether or not it be a case of idiocy
or imbecility.

Form C must be signed by two citizens resid-
ing in the same locality as the patient, and they
shall personally be responsible to the Province
of Quebec for the payment of the board of the
lunatic named in the certificate in form C, if it
be established that the declarations therein
contained are unfounded and made in bad faith.

The signatures affixed to these three forms
must be attested and acknowledged before a
Justice of the Peace in accordance with the
provisions of the Act of the Parliament of the
Dominion of Canada, 37 Vict., chap. 7.

4. On receipt of such letter and such certifi-
cates, the Provincial Secretary shalgl submit tl.lem
to the visiting physician of the asylum into
which it is desired that the patient be admitted,
and on his report the Provincial Secretary shall
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grant or refuse such request, and shall give
notice thereof to the parties interested.

5. Idiots and imbecile persons shall not be
admitted as Government patients into asylums,
unless they be dangerous or a source of scandals,
subject to attacks of epilepsy or afflicted with
any monstrous deformity.

6. At the commencement of each month, the
visiting physician of the asylum, after having
demanded the written opinion of the proprietor
or superintendent of the asylum, or of the phy-
sician employed by them, as to the mental con-
dition of the patient, shall send in a report to
the Provincial Secretary as to the patients who,
in his opinion, should be discharged, and shall
forward with the said report the information in
writing on the subject which shall be supplied
by the proprietor or resident physician of the
asylum. On this report of the physician, the
Provincial Secretary shall forward to the pro-
prietors of the asylum an order to set such
patients at liberty, and such order must be
carried out within eight days of the receipt
thereof, and at the expiration of the said eight
days, the patient shall no longer be kept at
Government expense,

7. For the purposes of the preceding section,
the visiting physician shall, at all times, have
access to every part of the lunatic asylum under
his control, and he may also, when he deems it
necessary, and at suitable times, take communi-
cation of the registers in which the names of the
patients are inscribed, as well as of all documents
or books relating to the Government patients.

8. Any person who has the legal charge of a
patient in an asylum niay obtain his release by
addressing to the Provincial Secretary a petition,
accompanied by a declaration, by which he shall
bind hiraself to take care of the patient. 'When-
ever the Provincial Secretary shall be convinced
by the report of the visiting physician that the
patient may be discharged without danger, he
shall give an order in consequence, which shall
be executed and at the expense of such relative,
guardian or friend.

9. The above provisions do mot apply to
lunatics who are detained under the provisions
of chapter 109 of the Consolidated Statutes of
Canada, nor to those of the Act 32nd and 33rd
Vict., chap. 29, and its amendments.

10. Whenever the Sheriff or other competent
officer shall have reported to the Provincial

Secretary that any person detained in any of th®
prisons of this Province for any cause whats>
ever is insane, the Provincial Secretary shall
cause such insane person to be examined by 08°
of the visiting physicians of the asylum, or b_’
any other physician by him appointed, and !
the report of such’ physician establishes the i
sanity of such prisoner, the Provincial Secreh‘fy
shall recommend his removal to a Tunati
asylum, and the Lieutenant-Governor may isst®
his warrant in consequence.

11. Every visiting physician shall forwsrd
with his report the certificate of the physicis?
of the prison, which shall be to the same effect
as the certificate required by the above sectio®
three, and according to form B, annexed to the
present Act.

12. On the report of a visiting physician O
any other physician appointed for such purposé
with the information supplied by the proprietor®
or resident physicians which may accompaBy
the same, establishing that a lunatic confined
in an asylum under the authority of chapter 109
of the Consolidated Statutes of Canada, or ©
the Act 32nd and 33rd Vict,, chap. 39, has r¢
covered the use of his reason, the Lieutenant
Governor shall, on the recommendation of th®
Provincial Secretary, and according to the cir’
cumstances, order that such person so detain!
be discharged, or that he be brought back ¥
gaol to stund his trial or to have his sentenc®
carried out.

13. The present commission of the Beaupﬂf‘
Lunatic Asylum is hereby abolished, all 18%%
orders in council or agreements to the contrafy
notwithstanding, and all documents, register®
and papers regarding the insane, and which 87
now in the possession of the secretary of th®
said commission, shall be handed over by the
said secretary, after ten days notice to that effech

to the Provincial Secretary’s office, and no oth®  §

commission can be appointed in future notwith’
standing any act or statute passed up to the
the present Act

14. The proprietors of each of the said asylu®®
must appoint and keep at their own expense :
physician, who shall reside in such asylum of
in its immediate neighborhood.

15. All acts inconsistent with the provisio®
of the present Act are hereby repealed.

18. The present Act shall come into force 9% .
the day of the sanction thereof. i




