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by the defendant Allard.Lemelin, brief, forEmile

(Mr. orally), mayor.for& Carleton theMcLane, Davis Carleton

Attorney-General Hunter,by v.Burque, governedJ. isThis case
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All concurred.
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10,inexpedient. Haley, ante, 358, and casesLemire v. cited.
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Hebert a v. FredEdmond B. & A. Couture.


