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where the action ini which it is set up is brought against the lawful Personal
representative of the deceased. But where the executor de son tort has
made payments of interest in respect to a promissory note, within six
months before action commenced, and the holder of the note brings action
against her to make her answerable to the extent of the goods of the de-
ceased corne to her hands, it is not open to the defendant, for the purpose
of preventing a payment giving a new start to the statute of limitations
(which eflect it would have if rmade hy the lawful repre.-enîaitivO. t rely
on his having been a wrongdoer and not the true representative. As lie
tween himself and the plaintiff, as respects payments made by the executor
de son tort and their effect, the latter is to lie treated as the true rep)re-
sentative of the deceased.

The Buis of Exchange Act does not deal with the consequences
which are to flow from the character which according to its provisions is
attached to the promise which a bill or note contains, and theretore these
consequences fali to be deterniined according to the law of the province in
which the liability is sotight to be enforced.

Proudool, K.C., for plaintiff. Middlefon, for defendant.

P~rovince of 'Inoi'a %Cotin.
SUPREMIE COURT.

Ful Couirt.] An ioRr4EY-GENERAl. 7'. CITY OP~ HIALIFAX. :î, i

Municipal coprhnRs/tuire.çcinin- contract- 'oivep of c'uîr lic

enjoin-Ilte rntiofl i)f Alre-Gn~I ~ao-Cn,< i>
AMîdua/pe-otiises.

The Attorney-Gencral, on the relation of NI., a ratepayer of the ritv of
Halifax, applied to a judge at chamlicrs for an) injunction tn restraili the
defendants, the Cîty Council of the city of lIilifax, froni carryong int
effect a resolution seeking to rescind a previous resolution acrc-pting an
oaèer made lby C. to furnish a suni of znoney for the purpose of establîsh-
ing a frce public Iibrary building for the city on condition that the cay
would provide a specified soin of money for its maintenance and would
provide a free site for the building, Ant interini injunction swas granlted
from which defendants appcaled.

Ife/d, per ToWNSHEND, J., that the City' (,Ounrcil il) p)a.sing the
rescinding resolution wvas acting within the scope (if its corporite 1'owers,
and that, issuming there was a lîreach of contraci, no one exrept tie other
party to the contract could legally complain of its action or adopt rcemedies
for the enforcemnent of the contract.

Aothat no case had lîeen made ont to justify the intervention of the
Attorney-General.


