
MuotkW aw f/Utib vire: reusWytimu oftowait-Ordfrary or *dral mâeung
-Ry-l*w or ,wsolutiogu.
In this caue a ratepayer of the mnaicipallty ApPli4d bY sumnmons urnder

s. 358 of tbel Manitoba Municipal Act te qumsh two rrsolutions of the. council, one
cf which was passed te provide for payment of the expenses of counsel and
witnesses in attendance upon a commissioner appointed by the. Lieutenant.
Governor in Council to inquire into the 5inancial affairs of the corporation, and
the other te authorize the employment of counsel and payrnent of ather expenses
in opposing a bill introduced into the legislature te dismember the municipalîty
and te apportion its territory among the adjoining municipalities.

These resolutions had been passed at special meetings of the couricil, but
the notices calling them did not in any way specify the business ta bc taken up
as i<*quired by as. 284 and 288 of the Act.

gld, that the first resolution was ultra vivt cf the council, but that the
second might flot b.

Held, aise, that bath resolutions should b. quashed on the ground that the
notices calling the meetings et which they were passed did net specify the
business tu be taken UP.

Semble, that if the council had power ta apply the funds of the municipality
for any cf the purposes deait with in the resohi'ions, it should have proceeded
by by-law.

jR. Ha»ýv for the applicant.
I/oseph Martn for the rnunicipality.

THoxipsoN v. DIDION.
TAYLort, C.>.] [Oct. 18.

Set-off a costi against judgtnent-Soic'tor's lien.

The plaintiffs, creditors cf the defendant Edmund Didion, having brought
tus suit te set aside a judgment recovered against him by bis wife, the
co.defendant, as fraudulent and void, the bill was disinissed with costs. lit
settling the minutes of the decree the. plaintiffs asked to have their judgment
obtained after the filing of the bill set off 4ro tanto against the costs payable
by them te Edmund Didion, who had defended separately from his wife. This
was opposed by bis solicitor an the ground that his cost5 were unpaid.

Held, that the solicitor's lien could nut bc interfered with in such a case,
and the application was ref'used.

Webb v.MeA rthur, 4Ch. Ch. 63,and Call.'tt v. Preston, 15 Beav.458, fallowed. 7
Semble, however, that when cos in a particular suit are payable te and by

différent parties ta it there may be a set-off, and nu question of the solicitor's
lien will be entertained to prevent it.

Dar-by for the plaintiffs.
Baker, and Bradsaw for the defendants.


