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The Council of the Montreal Section of
the bar bas unanimous]y recommended the
Hon. Mr. Justice Johnson for the office of
Chief Justice of the Superior Court, and a
general meeting of the Montreal Section haq
unanimous'ly approved of the recommenda-
tion by the following resolution :-I That
this meeting approve of the resolution of the
council of this section passed on the 2lst
November instant, respecting the appoint-
ment of the Chief Justice of the Superior
Court for Lower Canada, and declare that
the appointment of the Hon. Mr. Justice
Johnson to such office would be most accep-
tAible to the profession; and that the secretary
be instructed to transmit this resolution to
the honorable the Minister of Justice." It
is rather unusual for the bar to suggest a
judicial appointment to the Crown, but this
action muet be interpreted to indicate the
sincere and earnest feeling, generally enter-
tained, that this is emphatically the beet
appointment that could be made, and that
the bar are fully prepared to accept the res-
ponsibility of urging it in a manner which
can hardly be disregarded by thoae with
whom the appointment reste. It is neediess,
beside such testimony, to say anything more,
except that we trust before these lines reach
the eye of the reader, the appointment may'
have been made in the sense of the resolu-
tion quoted.

A good deal has been done of late years
in the Court of Appeal te save the time of
the bar, and to facilitate the despatch of
business. The preparation of a list for the
day, for instance, bas proved a great boon,
wbich. would be even greater if the members
of the bar were more careful to keep off the
daily liat such cases as they are not ready te
proceed with when tbey are called. Some
other thinge are perhape worthy of consider-
ation. For example, the delivery of judg-
menti is often interposed in the middle of a
case, and a number of counsel are réquired

to be in attendance, and prevented from
keeping any other engagement, not knowing
at what moment they may be called upon
to prc'ceed. So, too, ail the counsel who have
motions for that day are in the same uncer-
tainty. Lt mnight be worth while to consider
whether a stated time could not be arranged
for the delivery of judgments. The Court
flow site on Saturday only up to the hour of
recess. If the morning were appointed for
judgments, ancl it were understood that
motions would stand for Monday, ail the
present delay and uncertainty would be
obviated. Another matter, which does not
rest with the bench, should be considered by
those members of the bar who have seats in
the legisiature. Lt is obvious that a great
deal of timae je wasted every term in hearing
motions for leave to appeal. There seems to
be no particular reason why these applica-
tions and others of the same nature should
not be heard in Chambers before one or more
judgea. For convenience, the Court-room
might be used, and an hour once a week
appointed for the hearing of such applica-
tions. The appeal, where the petition was
granted, would be facilitated, and the time
thus saved would often suffice, for the hearing
of four or five cases on the merits - an
economy which in the course of the year
would make a perceptible difference in the
roll.

COURT 0F QUEEYIPS BENCH-

MONTREAL

A(ercantile agenj-Incorrect report of standing
- Communicated t, sub8ciber-Priviege.

Held :-(A ffirming the decision of Wurtele,
J., M. L R., 3 S. C. 345), That persona carry-
ing on a mercantile agency are responsible
for the damage cauaed to a person in business
by an incorrect report made by them con-
cerning bis standing; and that auch report
is not privileged though it be only commu-
nicated confldentially te a single subscriber
te the agency, on bis application for infor-
mation. A communication relating te pureiy
civil matters (as in this case), te be privileged,
must be based on the truth of the facts to,

To appear in Montroal Law B-epWtsr 5 Q. B.
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whicb it relates.-Dun & Cousette, Dorion, Ch.
J4 Tessier, Cross, Church, Bossé, JJ. (Cross,
J., di-ss), Mardi 26, 1889.

Prohibition, Writ of-Whfen it may issue-Sei-
zure of good8 of Indian - Juri8diction-
Indian A.ct, R. S. ch. 43, q. 78.

Held :-1. A writ of prohibition can be
issued from the Superior Court to an inferior
tribunal, only when the inferior tribunal is
exceeding its jurisdiction, or is acting witb-
out juriediction.

2. A Commissioner's Court bas jurisdic-
tion to hear and determine a cause against
an Indian, and to issue a writ of execution
upon the judgment rendered ini such cause;-
and the fact that goods have been seized
which are by law dec]ared to be exempt from
seizure does flot justify tbe issue of a writ of
prohibition to the Court fromn which execu-
tion issued.

3. The. proper proceeding in such circum-
stances is an opposition afin d'annuler.- Cher-
rier & Terihonkow, Dorion, Ch. J., Tessier,Cross, Cburch and Bossé, JJ., Feb. 26, 1889.

Aliment- Obligation tofurnish-Right of defen-
dant to cail in other8 reoponsible with him-
Cost8-Conte8tation between hu8band and
Uif&.

Held :-1. That altbougb the obligation to
furnish aliment is not indivisible or joint
and several, in the ordinary meaning of the
ternis, yet the person froin whom aliment is
sought bas a right to caîl into the cause ail
who may he in law responsible with him for
the providing of such aliment.

2. Where the defendant called his wife into
the cause, and after the dismissal of the prin-
cipal action the suit was continued between
the husband and wife, and carried to the
Court of Appeal notwithstanding that the
pecuniary interest was extremely amaîl, and
the litigation appeared to be prolonged for
the gratification of 'mutual ill-feeling, the
Court bas a discretion, under Art. 478, C. C.
P., to compensato the costs, and put the par-
ties lier8 de cour, each paying bis own costs.
-Mainville & Corbeil, Cross, Cburch, Bossé,
Doherty, JJ., May 23, 1889.

Respon8ibility-Art. 1055 C.C.-Fall of wll-
Gaused by defect of construction-Damage8.
Held :-1. Where one of the walls of a

burned building falîs, not solely as a con-
sequence of the fire, but because of an
original defect in its construction, the owner
is responsible for the damage caused by its
ruin.

2. The boss caused by the interruption of
the business of a person whose premises
have been destroyed by the faîl of his
neighbour's wall, may be consîdered in the
estirnate of damages.-Evans & Lemieux,
Tessier, Cross, Church, Bossé, Doberty, JJ.,
Feb. 26, 1889.

Interdiction of party for prodigality during
pendency of guit - Continuation of pro-
ceedingeq-Co8ts.

Held :-1. Where a party to a suit is inter-
dicted for prodigality pendente lite, hie ceases
to be capable of any further proceeding in
the cause, and the instance mnust be taken up
in bis behaîf by the curator appointed to
him.

2. An intervention in the suit, by the
curator, for the pnrpose of assisting the
interdict, is of no effect; and an appeal by
the interdict, so assisted by the curator, will
be rejected.

3. Where the opposite party bias on]y
raised the objection to the irregularity of
the proceedinge by bis factum and argument
on the appeal, no conts will be allowed te
him on the dismissal of the appeal.-Greene
& Mapypin, Dorion, Ch. J., Cross, Bossé,
Doherty, JJ., May 20, 1889.

Maliciousproceedings - Dama ges - Injunction
allowd after notice and 8ubsequently di8-
8olved - PTéte-nom - Malice - Reaonable
and probable cause-Injunction Adct, Q., 41
V. c. 14.

Held (Cross, J., diss.) :-lo. That no action
lies for damages resulting from, the issue of
an injunction, unless sucb proceeding bas
been taken maliciously and without probable
cause.

2o. That the ternis of the Statute, Q., 41
Vict., cap). 14, sec. 4, providing tbat tbe writ
of inj unction shaîl not issue unilesa the person
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applying therefor first gives good and suf-
ficient security " for the coste and damages
"which the defendant, or the person against
"whom the writ of injunction is directed,
"may suifer by reason of the issue thereof,"

are not to ho construed as giving a right to
damages pleno jure from the mere fact of the
dissolution of the injunction, and without
proof that the petitioner for injunction acted
maliciously and without probable cause.

3o. That when a temporary injunction is
allowed to issue after due notice to the de-
fendant, and when an opportunity is thus
aiforded him of rebutting the charges con-
tai.ned in the petition for injunction, such
defendant cannot subsequently dlaim, dam-
ages for the improvident issue of the writ, if
ho neglect to avail himself of the opportunity
of denying these charges before the writ
issues.

(Per totam curiam):
4o. That the fact of the petitioner for

injunction being a préte-nom for others, who
are not proved to represent an adverse
interest or to have acted maliciously, cannot
afford any presumption of malice or of want
of probable cause against such petitioner.

5o. That in the present case the published
statements for the Company gave the res-
pondent reasonable and probable cause for
bis proceedings.-Montreal Street Ry. Co. &
Ritchie, Tessier, Cross, Church, Bossé,
Doherty, JJ., May 28, 1889.

(Confirmed by Supreme Court of Canada).

SUPERIOR COURT-MONTREAL. *

Bill of exchange-Accommodation draft-Insol-
vency-Co mpensati on.

On the 25th June, 1888, the defendant ac-
cepted G.'s accommodation draft for $249.75
at three months. On the 24th July, 1888,
the defendant purchaBed goods from G. to,
the amount of $215. On the 26th July, 1888,
Gx. made a judicial abandonment for the
benefit of bis creditors. On the 26th Sept.,
1888, defendant paid the accommodation
draft

In a suit by the curator to G.'s estate for
the recovery of the $215, price of goods, de-

*To appear in Montreal Ldaw Reporte, 58S. C.

fendant pleaded that ho was entitled to com-
pensate this sum with the amount ho had
on the draft for GA'; accommodation.

lleld :-1. That the judicial abandonment
definitively setties the relative positions of
the insolvent and his debtors and creditors ;

2. That from the date of the abandonment,
ail the unoeecured creditors acquire the right
to ho paid by contribution out of the -pro-
ceeds of the debtor's estate;

3. That compensation cannot take place
to the prejudioe of rights acquired by the
insolvent's creditors by reason of the aban-
donment, and therefore that creditors are
without right of compensation for dlaims
maturing after the abandonment.-Riddell ès-
qual. v. Goold, deLorimier, J., June 22, 1889.

JUDICL4L COMMÎTTRE OFf THE PRIVY

CO UNCIL.

LONDON, July 20, 1889.
Present: LORD WATsoN, LORD HoBHousE,

SIR BÂRNES PEÂCOdK, AND SIR ]RIcHRD
Couci.

MCDOUGÂLL & MCGREECVY.

Con tract - Violation of condition - Damages,
Measure of.

The respondent transferred une thou8and share8
of railway stock to the appellant, the former
to have the right to redeem the stock within
two months from, date, by pay'ing 50 per
cent. of the nominal amount of the shares,

Tfhe rerpondent made a su9licient tender
within the delay, but Mhe appellant had dis-.
posed of the shares, and refused to receive
the amount . In an action of damages by
respondent, for breaeh of contract :

HRLD :-That Mhe measure of damages wa8 the
8um which respondent coudd have obtained
for the shares beyond Mhe amount whieh 1w
had to pay to get them back ; and it not
being clearly established that 1w cotdd have
801d the shares for more than this amount,
or that appellant received any greater
amount therefor, apart from, other and aub-
8equent transactions, the action of damages
uns di8missed.

The appeal was from a judgment of the
Court of Qiieen's Bonch for Lower Canada

Ù79
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of iDecember 7, 188.7, setting aside the judg-
ment of the Superior Court in an action
brought by the respondent tc recover damages
for the alleged wrongful detention and con-
version by the appeliant of one thousand
$100 shares in the capital stock of the North
Shore Jlaiiway Company of Canada.

The judgment of their Lordships was de-
livered by

SiR RiOH.AiRi Coucu:
The respondent McGreevy being the owner

of one thousand $100 shares in the North
Shore Railway Company, and being unable
te pay a cail of 50 per cent which. had been
made upon them, on September 14, 1882,
transferred them te the appellant, who was
al-so a shareholder in the company, and took.
from him a letter of that date, in which it
was stated that the transfer had been made
with the express condition that McGreevy
wouid have the right te redeemn the stock
within two menthe from that date by pay-
ing 50 per cent. of the nominal amount of
the shares- i.e., $50,000, and any further
cail on the same that might be paid " within
said delay," with interest on such amount.
On the l3th November, 1882, McGreevy, by
hie notary, made a formai tender te Mc-
Dougali of $51.125, being $50,000 and interest
thereon at 6 per cent., and McDougall re-
fused te receive the amount. The deciar-
ation in the action states that the defndant
iilegaiiy and frauduientiy converted the
,shares te, hie own use, and eoid and disposed
of them te hie own great profit and advan-
.tage, to wit, in the eum of $200,000, which
sum, the plaintiff could and wouid have
realized on the said stock, had he not been
deprived thereof by the defendant, and
prays a judgment for $200,000, with interest
and coets.

On the argument of the appeal it was not
disputed that the tender was sufficient, and
the only question raised was whether the
plaintiff was entitled te recover any damages.
The evidence on that subject was this. Mc-
Dougali hiad apparently obtained the control
of the whole of the ehares of the North Shore
RaiIay Company, and on the 2nd Decem-ber, 1882, they were ail transferred by him
te, Robert Wright, the treasurer of the Grand

Trunk Raiiway. Wright's evidence was a8
foiiows

"I1 received a transfer of shares of the
North Shore Railway Company from Mc-
Dougail for a certain consideration.

" Q.-That was in 1882, was it not ? À.
Yes.

"Q.-Will youstate whatthat consideration
was ? A. -The coneideration was $250,000
in cash, if I remember rightly ; that, 1 think,
as far as I remember, was the only con-
sideration.

Q.-Were you not to give him a certain
number of bonds of the North Shore Rail-
way Company? A.-Well, 1 think there
was some understanding about bonds, but I
don't ciearly remember the terms of it.
There was te be a conditional issue of bonds
to McDougall, I think.

"Q.-Mr. McDougall did transfer te you
the whole of the stock of the North Shore
Railway Company ? A.-He did.

" Q-And after the transfer was made,
the North Shore Railway Company issued a
certain number of bonds, which you handed
to McDougall, did you not ? A.-Some tirne
afterwards.

" Q.-What was the amnount of the bonds?
A.-The amount of the bonds, I think, was
$1,500,000, or it may have been a littie more.
I arn speaking from memory. In round
figures, $1,500,000.

1Q.-Previous to the trans;fer te you of the
stock of the North Shore Railway Company,
no bonds had been issued by this company,
had they ? A.- No; the bonds were not
created until long afterwards.

1'Q.-Thece bonds of the North Shore
Raiiway Company were subsequently re-
deemed or taken up by the Dominion
Government, were they not? A. - S I
understand.

" Q.-These bonds were a portion of the
consideration of the tranefer of the stock,
were they not ? A.-I cannot say frorn
memory what the conditions of the transfer
of the stock were as regards the bonds, but
I know the bonds were issued te McDougall.

" Q.-As a part of the consideration of that
transfer, there was no further consideration
given ? A.-Yes, there wue. The bonds
were iseued in accordance with tihe agree-
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ment between the North Shore Railway
Company and MeDougall, in which there
were several conditions. One of the con-
<itions of that agreemenit was, that Mc-
Dougaîl should assume ail the debte of the
North Shore Railway Compariy at the date
cf its transfer, and should complete certain
works which the 'North Shore Railway Com-
pany were under contract with the Govern-
ment of Quebec te complete in Quebec, and
there may be seme further conditions, but
the agreement ie on file and recorded in
the minutes of the North Shore Railway
Company in their minute book.

IlQ.-You are positive to -state that there
was ne written agreement between you and
MeDougaîl for the transfer te you cf the
stock of the North Shore Railway Company ?
A.-Certainly, there was ne written agree-
ment between me and McDougall. I was
net authcrized te enter inte any such agree-
ment.

IlOCross-examined. Q.-When you speak
of the transfer cf shares by McDougall te

-ycu, Mr. Wright, do you include those that
were transferred by Senécal ? A.-Certainly;
the whole cf the stock of the North Shore
llailway Company wus transferred, te me."

Wm. Wainwright, assistant manager cf

the Grand Trunk Railway, said:
"lQ.-De you remember the transaction

with reference te the purchase cf the shares
in the North Shore Railway Company hy
Mr. Wright, who was the treasurer, I think,
cf the Grand Trunk? A.-I do.

"8Q.-Were you cognizant cf the transfer
at the time ? 4.-I was.

."Q.- Mr. Wright, I presume, managed
that transaction in bis own name, but for
the benefit of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company?7 A.-Yes.

"cQ.-Do you remember the price that was
paid for those shares? A.-Yes, I think I
remember; my recollection le that the
amount that was paid was $250,000 in cash.

4,Q.-And what was paid in bonds cf the
company, do ycu know ? A.-In regard te
the transfer cf the shares cf the N~orth Shore
Railway, there was an obligation on the

part cf the Grand Trunk, that on receiving
the shares cf the North Shore Company,

bonds would be created, under the Act, pro-
vided that in addition to the N~orth Shore
stock and the rights appertaining thereto,
the parties with whom. Mr. Wright was
dealing for the Grand Trunk, would transfer
certain other valuable franchises which were
then in their possession.

IlQ.-Those bonds were afterwards handed
over to the parties who made the transfer ?
A.-The bonds were afterwards handed
over.

IlQ.-To what value? A.-To the extent
of one million and a haîf dollars.

" Q. Do you know whether any written
agreement was made witli referenoe, to this
transaction ? A.-I believe there wus an
agreemnent.

IlQ.-Was that agreement between Wright
and McDougall and Senécal ? A.-Between
Senécal and McDougall, and Mr. Wright,
acting for his principals, I understand.

" Q. - You neyer yourself made this
arrangement? A.-I had to do with it in
connection with our solicitors, but Mr.
Wright was acting as treasurer of the cern-
pany with respect to the shares.

Q.-The negotiations connected with it
were made by yourself? A.-I was present
representing the cornpany along with Mr.
Bell, our solicitor."

On the 29th June, 1883, an agreemnent was
made between the North Shore Railway
Company and Mr. McDougall and Mr. L A.
Senécal, which was confirmed at a meeting
of the directors of the company on the 27th
July, 1883. The material parts, upon the
present question, of this agreement are as
follows:

'l2. That the contractors covenant and
O.gree with the company, for the considera-
tions hereinafter expressed, payable as here-
inafter expressed, to, find ail labour, teols,
plant, and material. of all kinds required,
and to build, construct, comploe, and finish
aIl the works mentioned in the achedule an-
nexed hereto, and marked A.

Il7. That the whole of the said work shall
be done and completed according te the re-
quirements of the agreernent dated 4th March,
1882, and entered into by and between Her
Majesty the Queen, acting for and on behaîf
of the Province of Quebec, by the Hon. J. A.
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Chapleau, Premier, and Commissioner of
Railways of that Province, thereinafter
styled the Government, and the Hon. T.
McGreevy, of the city of Quebec, Aiphonse
Desjardins of the city of Montreal, ail three,
members of the House of Commons of
Canada, and L. A. Senécal, of the city of
Montreal, gentleman, thereinafter styied the
syndicate, and which. agreement is ratified
and approved by sect. 1 of 45 Vict. (Q.) ch.
20, and is set out at the end thereof, etc.

Il8. That when the said work or any part
of it is now under contract, they, the con-
tracetors shahl and wiil assume the said con-
tracts, and shall carry out the sanie, and pay
and save harniless the company of and from
aIl dlaims of the contractors aforesaid, and
of and froni ail dlaims for material furnished
heretefore, or which may be hereafter pro-
vided by any one for the purpose of said
work, and that the samie shahl be complote
in ail respects to, the satisfaction of the said
general manager.

" 9. That they, the contractors, shall and
wiil pay off, discharge, and satisfy ail dlaims
and demands whatsoever against the coin-
pany up to and which existed on the 2Oth
April now last psst, inclusive, including
interest to that date on the debt to the
Quebec Government hereafter mentioned,
and from ail said claims they wiil hold the
company harniless in ail respects, Save and
exoept only principal of Government lien
upon the railway, of $3,500,000, for which the
North Shore Company reserve bonds for the
payment thereof, and save and excepi also
the amount of $75,000 to be paid to the city
of Quebec or te the Quebec Government for
the Palais wharf.

"l10. For the full completion of ail the
above workB te, the satisfaction of the gene-
rai manager, the company wilI pay the con-
tracter the sum tý) be paid over by the Que-
bec Goverument, and which is chiefly te be
paid on and upon completion of said works,
sucli payments are to be made in manner
and as reoeived by the company from the
said Quebec Government.

"1Il. That the company will at once hand
over 4o the contracters the sum of $1,500,000
in 5 per cent. mortgage bonds of the Com-
pany..

«12. That the above considerations shall be
in full satisfaction for the completion of al
the said works, and for the payment of ail
dlaims and demande of ail kinds above men-
tioned, including interest te, the 2Oth April
last, on the suni due the Quebec Govern-
ment, and the full purpose of this agreement
by the contractors in ail respects according
te, the spirit, true intent, and meaning
thereof."

The Superior Court having given judgment
for the respondent for $83,500 damages, as
being the clear profit realized by the appel-
lant on the sale by him of the shares, both
parties appealed te, the Court of Queen's
Bench (Appeal side), whose judgment is
the subject of this appeal. By that judgment
an enquiry by experts was ordered, and they
were to report te, the Superior Court what
other property, franchise, or right, if any, in
which McGreevy had no intereat, were sold
by McDougall and Senécal te Wright, in
addition te the shares, and what were the
relative values of the shares and the other
property, franchise, or right sold, and what
portion of the consideration paid by Wright
or *bis principals applied te or represented
the price of the shares. The grounds of thie
judgment were 8tated te ho that the measure
of damages was the sum which McDougall
had received for the shares beyond the
arnount which McGreevy was bound te re-
-fundl him in order to'get them back, and that
it appeared by the evidence that McDougail
and Senécal sold the shares, tog-ether with
other property in which it does not appear
that McGreevy had any interest, for the
price and sum of $250,000 in cash, and
$1,500,000 in bonds of the North Shore Rail-
way Company, which bonds were subse-
quently disposed of by McDougail and Sené-
cal at 87J per cent of their nominal value,
and subject to certain charges and obligations
assumed by them, the nature of which is
not clearly established by the evidence in the
cause.

Their Lordships cannot agree with the
Court of Queen's Bench that it in proved
that the bonds were part of the price of the
shares. They are not unmindfui of the
answer of McDougall te, the question, " What
waa the prioe or consideration that you re-
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oived for the sale of the shares to Mr.
Wright?" who, said, «",We got one million
a >nd a haif in bonds and a quarter of a mil-
lion dollars in cash; " or of Senécal, who said,
'"I can tell you now what we have sold the
stock in the company for. The transaction
was that we reoived $250,000 in cash and
the bonds of the North Shore road for one
million and a half, that includes everything
for the stock and our rights; " or of Mr.
Wright, whose evidence has been stated.
The contract of July, 1883, which the res-
pondent has flot attempted to impeach,
affords strong evidenco to the contrary.
None of these witnesses were referred to the
written contract, and the answers which they
gave to the general questions put to thein
probably had reference" to the effect of the
whole series of their transactions, and not to
any one of them in particular. At the time
that the shares were transferred to Wright
there may have been an expectation of
getting the bonds by a subsequent arrange-
ment, which is mixed up in the memory
of the witneisses with the transfer of the
shares, but the written agreement clearly
shows for what the bonds were to be given.
There is no reference in it to the shares,
and the I2th clause must refer to the agree-
ment to hand over the bonds which immedi-
ately precedes. Their Lordships cannot, in
eatimating the value of the shares, take, the
bonds into consideration, and they see no
reason to suppose that McGreevy could have
sold the shares for more than $50,000. Con-
sequently, he has not suBtained any damage,
and his suit should be dismissed with costs
in the Superior Court, eaeh party paying the
costs incurred by himself in the two appeals,
as was adjudged by the Court of Queen's
Bench.

Their Lordships will humbly advise Her
Majesty to reverse the decree of the Court of
Queen's Bench, anid so to order. The respon-
dent will pay the coste of this appeal.

Judgment reversed.

Sir Horace Davey, Q.C0., Hon. À kLacote, Q. C.
(of the Montreal bar) and MacLeod 1flarton,
for the appellant.

Hon. Geo. Irvine, .Q.C0., and Gore, for the
respondent.

APPEAL REGISTER-MONTRE4L.

Frýiday, November 15.

Barnard & Mol8on. -Motion te dismiss
appeal, granted as to costs.

McShane & Brisson.-Motion to have cause
declared privileged, granted.

Laforce & Maire et ai. de Sore.-Heard on
motion for leave to file authorization to ap-
peal; and on motion for dismissal of appeal
for want of authorization. C.A.V.

Lambe es quai. & Alian et al.-Motion that
the case ho declared privileged, as a matter
of public interest, the action being for the
recovery of the tax levied on commercial
corporations. Motion rejected.

Atlantic & North West R. Co. & Decary et al.
-Case settled out of Court.

Duif et al. & Decarie.-Same entry.
Reiigieuqes Hotel Dieu & Sigouin-Heard

on merite. C.A.V.
McDonaid & Seath et ai. & McDougaLi-

Heard. C. A.V.
Dompierre & Baril.-Heard. C.A.V.
Cantin & Ville de Ste. Ounegonde.-Settled

out of Court.
Owensg & Bedei.-Heard. C.A.V.
Cie. Chemin de fer Urbain & Wiiscar.-

Heard. C.A.V.

Saturday, Nov. 16.

Liforce & Maire et (il. de Sorel-Motion for
dismissal of appeal rejected with costs in
favor of respondents; motion for leave to
file authorization to appeal granted with
costs in favor of respondents.

Re8ther & Frères des Ecoie8 Chrétienne.-
Heard. C.A.V.

MIcLachian & Accident In8urance Co. of N.A.
-Part heard.

Monday, Nov. 18.
Royal institution & Scotti8h Union me8. Co.

-Motion for beave to appeal granted.
31cLachlan & Accident Insurance Co.-Hear-

ing closed. C.A.V.
Kehoe & Chauveau, & Dumphy.-Submitted

de novo. C.A.V.
McShezne & Bri88on.-Heard. C.A.V.
Montreal Street Railway Co. & Lind8ay.-

H-eard. C.A.V.
Dorion & Dorion.-TWO appeals, Nos. 68

and 153. Part heard.
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Tue8day, Nov. 19.
Bergevin & Taschereau, & Masson.-Petition

to take up instance granted.
DeLaet & .Mallete.-Motion for new security

granted; costs to follow suit.
Banque Jacques Cartier & Lalonde.-Petition

for leave to appeal. C.A.V.
Oity of Montreal & Vanasse.-Case settled

out of Court.
Dos-ion & Dorion.-Nos. 68 and 153. Hear-

ing closed. C.A.V.
Johansen & Chaplin.-Heard. C.A.V.
Exchange Bankc of Canada & Fletcher. -

Part heard.
Wi'ednesday, Nov. 20.

.AcCaffrey & Scott.-Judgment confirmed.
Davi gnon & Roy.-Confirmed.
Corporation of City of Shterbrooke & Dufort.

- Reversed, each party paying his own
costs; Tessier, J., ditss.

Montreal Street Ry. Go. & City of Montreal.-
Confirined; costs of first class.

Langlois & Morin.-Confirmed.
Langloi8 & Menard.-Confirmed.
Dompitrre & Baril.-Reversed.
McDonald & Seat/t et ai., & McDougall.-

Reversed; costs of 2nd class.
Kehue & Chauveau, & Dumphy.-Reversed,

each party paying his uwn costs in appeal.
Sheriff Chauveau mis hors de cour without
costs.

Fo8ter & Leggait.-Confirmed.
Evans & Darling.-Confirmed.
Foisy Freniêre et rir & Wurtele.-Confirmed.
I'biss Frenière et ivir & La Banque Molson.-

Confirnied.
Foisj FrÎenière et vir & Germain et al.-

Confirxned.
*Owtm8 & Bedell.-Contirrned.
Johansen & Chtipliin.-Confirmed.
Stanton & Canada Atlantic Go. & Bankc of

B. N. A. - Petition to take up instance.
C.A.V.

Exchange Ban/c of Canada & Fletcher,-
Hearing reaumed.

INSOL VENT NOTICES, ETC.

Quebec Officiel gazette, .Nov. 23.

Judiizl Abandonments.

Crevier.& Cusson, tinsmitha and plumbers, Montreal,
Nov. 19.

Julien Deguire, merchant tailor, Montreal, Nov. 8.
Marie Louise Danis, widow of 0. P. Allard, grocer,

M ontreal, Nov. 14.
William Moreau Fuller, produce merchant, Montreal,

Nov. 19.
François Xavier Lamothe, Upton, Nov. 21.
Daniel Lyons (D. Lyons & Co.), fruit dealer, Mon-

treal, Nov. 14.
Nephtali A. Parent, trader, Danville, Nov. 13.
Josepb A. Rolland (J. A, Rolla.nd & Cie.). boot and

sboe manufacturers, Montreal, Nov. 12,
C. C. Snowdon & Co., Montreal, Nov. 12.

Curator8 Appointed.
Re Jos. Stanisiaus Jérôme Beaulieu (J. S. Beaulieu &

Cie.), Quebec.-Hl. A. Bedard, Quebea, curator, Nov. 14.
Re Julien Deguire, J. M. Marcotte, Montreal, cura-

tor, Nov. 18.
Re Théophile Desy, St. Tite.-H. A. Bedard, Quebec,

curator, Nov. 16.
Re Lafond frères, Montreal.-Kent & Turootte, Mon-

treal, joint curator, Nov. 20.
Re John Reiplinger.-John Macintosh, Montreal, cu-

rator, Nov. 19.
lIe Robitaille & Bernier..-Kent & Turcotte, Mon-

treal, joint curator, Nov. 15.
Re J. A. Rolland & Co.-C. Desmarteau, Montreal,

curator, Nov. 20.
Re J. B. Roy, Montreal.-Kent & Turcotte, Montreal,

joint curator, Nov. 19.
Div idendsy.

R1e Cyrille Benoit, Verchères.-Second dividend, pay-
able Dec. 4, Bilodeau & Renaud, Montreal, joint
curator.

RIe E. McConkey, St. John's.-First dividend, pay-
able Dec. 15, Kent & Turcotte, Montreal,joint curator.

Re J. A. Dufresne, Cacouna.-Second and final divi-
dend, paiyable Dec. 9, 11, A. Bedard, Quebec, curator.

R1e Joseph Fiset, St. Thomas.-Firât dividend, pay-
able Dcc. 15, Kent & Turcotte, Montreal, joint curator.

R1e L. E. Gélina.-First and final dividend payable
Dec. 10, J. E. (lirouard. Drummondville, curator.

Re Jarret frères, Montreal.-First and final dividend,
payable Dec. 15, Kenit & Turootte, Montreal, joint
curator.

Re Elie Migneron, Ange (lardien.-Firut and final
dividend. payable Dec. 15, Kent k Turcotte, Montreal,
joint curator.

Re Avila Perreault.-First and final dividend, pay-
able Dec. 12, C, Desmarteau, Montreal, ourator.

11e J. N. Renaud, St. Janvier.-First and final divi-
dend, payable Dec. 15, Kent & Turcotte, Montreal,
joint curator.

Re Engêène Roy, Quebec.-Second and final dividend,
payable Dec. 9, H1. A. Bedard, Quebec. curator.

Be C. E. Wilson, Valleyfield.-First and final dlvi-
dend, payable Dec. 15, Kent & Turootte, Montreal,
joint ourator.

Sqx, ration a# to property.
Marie Josephine Herinenie Hurtubise vo. Euclide

Bernard, trader, parisb of Beloeil, Nov. 20.

APPOINTMENTS.
T. W. R. Lapointe, parish of St. Jérdme, and ?. X.

Prévost, Montreal, to b e joint sheruff of the district of
Terrebonne, ln the stead of Z. Roussille, deceaed.
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