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Held, aloo, that the same considerations applied to the objee-
tion based on the omission to give notice of the appointment of
a day for finally considering the b-law in Council, as required
by s, 569 (5).

Middletoit, for the motion. LY'uce, K.C., and Harringlon,
K.C., for defendants.

Falconirýdge, C.J.K.B., Street. J,, Britýon, .1. I [Jan. 9.

NUanicipal corporalion-SaIc of lawds of-Sale Io other tli lte
highest bidrJcenacfiéatieig aidertna a-Good fait/t.
Appeai by the above corporation f roma the judgmnett of
MAEJ., apon rt'-trial of this case pursuant to thec judgment of

the Divisiona4 Court, 9 O.L.R. 732, iin order to ascertain the rea-
sons which actuatedi the mindls of the members of the above cor-
poration in selling reai estatc of the corporation to a per.4on other
thanx the highest bidder, with a viewî to pronouncing iipon the
suflicieney of those reasons, whieh the saidl 1ivisional Court lîeldt
it was the duty of the Court to do.

IIeld, that the Court should not attempt to decide the ques-
tion upon so doubtful and elusive an enquiry as that of the
respective weights that the different aldlermien may have giveni
to the various reasons on which thev have acted, andl it wa.9 suf-
flcient if the Court foutid (1) that the conil 'actpi in perfect
good faith. and ('-) that they had reasons hefore themi w~hieh
they might reasonably have considleredi sufficient to justify their
action, which the Court had found in this case upon the evýdence
at the said re-trial.

Mikel, for City of Belleville. :1rmour, K.. for plaintiff.
I>or(er, KOC.. for Caldwell.

p~rovince of 1;o'pa %cotia.
SUPREMUE COURT.

Pull Court.[ ANDERSON r.ý PniiNN-Fv. [Dee. 18, 1905.
'endor and pttreh.açfr-Possessicii. a udrr agreernn t b purehase

-Liabilityj f payj iwterest-Equitabli, relation of parties.
Defendant purchased a lot of land from A. for the 9um of

$1,140 under an agreement in writing by the ternis of which A.


