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N O T E 0FthAeA C A S FS. h C d'athe end o ha s a s gn e If1a H e/d, bad ; for the oI1Iy term s UpO n h c h
tended at the sale, and objected to the sale of acquisition ofd adaetladya

te a nd and bid fosr tesa, , and the plaintiff Town are cOf ta nt i ns. .ca p. b 74 sec. 53,ro m- W. on puh F eruary 1881. ofv ya çe w ic pay mnent by the Tovfl
pucas oney went to Hamelin as assignee ofuty

th e dla i m-s again st h is estate . H am elin an d i is A Q .c.,s i fo r t e a a dwife rernained in undisturbed Possession from -Jl.orh, contra.
bis discharge in insolvency,

lIfeld, that Hamelin was not estoPped frorp 
eN haRb

setting Up a titie by Possession by reason of the IN R 3
NSON ANI) 'l'HF, CI'Y 0FQAW

manner in which the sale was brougbt about ; Riwy- on fcmele/ethat the acknowledg îent ofehe L.o/edagby H a n li % petition as fot sufficient to stop R a" ay o n ofn already to public pur-th rnnngofth St the L.Irgg nea"nïng of-Fnineflt

m en in of the Stt, because by assign- "o Pofe nss.edy d VOe citiri g Purmet f heM. mortgage to Hamelin, and the Thoes chre of tin.A R or
latter's convey~ance under the Power to is wifeTeCatro 

h C .R orctn

s h e b e c a e , a n d w a s a t th e tim e o f th e p e titio n , t e P a n b e h a t e e 0 f a i a y w h it
the owner of the equity of redemption, and was was Proposed to construct would affordthfot affected by her husband's acknowIedgmen S hot s an ost convenie ntc n e tolbt e~

a -hrfore the plaintiff failed. the Cities 
.~ taaan Moralauhized

P- O'Iria for the plaintiff. the C mpanE. 7. Da"rlneli for the defendant. City Of Ottawa. c ntuttertakJo
He:d that they had the right to enter the City

Cameronand construct from a point within its linlits-INR [et.2. Th 'e City Passed resolutions providing foraCameonj.]lease of.riglit of way to the Company over lands
THE TOWNSHIP 0F SARNIA AND Il'HE expropriated bythe City for waterworks purposesTOWN 0F SARNIA.- 

b
Lcxiending, Me im//s Of tOW;Zvy Arbirt. '-'uer 35 Vict. cap. 8o (o).shzpa'''çessnn-Aa( ,ieains1d -Heîci that though, primia face, the onDrapinaged iais own- întended to be conferred on a compafl)of expropriating the private property Of

A portion of the Township of Sarnia was duals or Corporations, and flot propertY
added to the Town of Sarnia by proclam1ation of devoted to Public uses, or already exprc
the Lieutenant Covernr The former niunici- under other Acts, yet under some circtlf
pality was indebted to the Province of Ontario the right t. mak suheporainfor certaiin drainage wrs ne h rvsoseit n fS k uheporainw o r s , i n d r h e r o v s i o s x i s , a d i s , th e n th e C ity w o u ld h
of R. S. 0. cap. 33, wvhich \%vorks hacî benefitted corresponding power to conVey. And
certain roads in the Township. The arbitrators, applicants had flot shown to the Court tI
in settling the matters of dispute between the curnstances did flot exist under which th
two corporations, were of opinion that the drain- way Company could take the land, the
age assessrnentý was not a proPer subject of would flot assume that tde City had Col'
arbitration, and Mnade their award Without adju- a breach of trust in passing the resolution
dicating thereon. 

The railway was to cross certain streHeldthatthe aard as ivalid, for the grade different from that required'by th
drainage assesrmnt wvas an ordinary debt, pay- way Act, but the resolutions provided ti
able out of the general funds of the Township, streets should be graded up to the railway
under R. S. o. cap. 33~, to which the Town of Hl betoal
-Sarnia should contribute a just proportion, under RObje~c., nand .¼sifrteIR. S. 0. cap. 174, sec. 53. ,udr RbnoQ. adhps forth conaThe award as made directed th-e Township to MlC ,arik>., Q.C., and G&rlnuly,cotapay a certain sum to the Town.
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