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" CITY SUED FOR
AUTO SHASH-UP

But Calls In Cook COﬁstruction
Co. to Defend Suit Given
Hearing Yesterday

e

For Commission on Deal Put
Through After Expiry of
Mandate —Other Cases
Heard

Rasponsibility  for an automobile
accident which oceurred in June, 1514,
when a car containing three occu-
pants skidded from a bridge crossing
the aqueduct near Verdun, occeupled
the attention of Mr. Justice Archer
throughout the day yvesterday, the
sult belng thal of Messrs Grenier,
Lemieux and Pavette vs. the city
defendant, and the Cook Construction
Company, defendant in warranty, T'he
plalntiffs sue the city, claiming that
the roadway over the bridge was in

| an Improper state of repair, the mu-

nicipality, as such, being, in their
submission, responsible for the proper
maintenance of the highway. The
City, on the other hand, calls in the
Cook Construction Company as de-
fendant in warranty, submitting that
'\f any responsibility attaches It is to
the jattéy; and this, in virtue of the
contract entered indo betweerd the city
and the company, whereby the latter
undertook to do the work of enlary -
ing the aqueduct, and at the same
time assumed responsibility for all
accldents which might acerue as a
result of the prosecution of the work.
The city cuntends that this particular
accident was a direct result of the
work carried onh by the Cook (on-
struction Company, which had not
seen to it that the bridge over the
aqueduct at that particular point was
in a proper state of repair. The case
will be continued today. 8 Letour-
neau, K.C., for plaintiff: P. E. La-

Shaughnessy, for the Couk Construc-
tion Co.

and Lamothe, for defendant.

ihe expiry of the mandate, denies that

would have to be effected in accord-

quarrying and blasting operations car-

and hence an enemy allen, but this

the damages claimed, Taillon, E{nnin
Co. for plaintift; W. A, Baker, K.C.,

SUIT FOR COMMISSION.

In another division of the court Mr.
Justice Guerin was engaged in un-
ravelling a suit wherein a realty
agent claims a commission on a sale
which, he submits, was put through
as a direct result of his efforts as
agent, The difficulty apparently
arises over the fact that the sale was
effected after the expiry of the agent's |
mandate, but he contends that not-
withstanding this, It was as a direct
result of hig activities as agent, dur-
ing the pendency of his mandate that
the buyer and seller were brought to-
gether. The plaintiff is J. C. Perron
and defendant N. Pepin. The latter,
in pleading to the action, points to

he secured the purchaser as a result
of the work of the agent plaintiff, and
further avers that before the latter
could clalm a commission the sale

ance with the termus of the option
granted plaintiff. As a matter of
fact, he points out, the sale was not
effected on these terms. and hence he
concludes for the rejection of plain-
tiff’'s claim. En delibere. D, L. Des-
bols, K.C, for plaintiff; 8t. Jacques

CLAIM OVER BLASTING.

In still another division, Mr. Jus-
tice Fortin took under advisement a
claim entered by Christopfole Ber-
tule vs8. Robert Dickson, plaintiff,
claiming 8100 from defendant on the
alleged ground that damages were
caused plaintiff's house as a result of

rled on by the defendant. At the
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marche, K.C,, for the city: WwW. J.|

REALTY AGENT'S CLAIM
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opening of the case in the morning
there threatened 'o be a question of
the legality of plaintiff's claim, on
the grounds that he was an Austrian

wie cleared up when it was made ap-
parent that he was a Russian. Dg-
fendant denies all responsibility for

for defendant,



