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REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

t. psb#tnce 6f Ontario.
COURT OF APPEAL.

Practice.3 McKiiq v. TowNsHip 0F EAST LV'THIKR. [Sept. 19.
Local 2strJuii4o-Rfrigactions Io Driinage 1?<.bre.

A Local Master of the High Court has jurisdiction by virtue of Ru les
42 and 49-see also Rule 6 (a)-to niake an order, under s. 94 Of the
Municipal Drainage Act, R.S.O. c. -26, referririg an action brought in his
coutity to the Referee under the Drainage Laws.

Ma&e, Q. C., for appellants. M. Wilson, Q.C., for respondent.

Osler, J. A.] IN RE REDDocK AND CITY oF TORONTO. [Sept. 2S.

Appea-.-ave-Jukditatupe A4c, s- 77.

Where a motion to quash a municipal by-law was refused by the
Judge who heard it, and bis order afflrrned by a Divisional Court, an
application for leave fbr a further appeal was disniiissed.

4 .1k/a', that, under s. 7 7 Of the judicature Act, upon such an application
for leave, it must appear that there is some reasonable ground for doubting
the soundnessof the judgmient, andin addition thereto, that special reasons
exist for taking a case out of the general rule, which forbids inore than one
appeal to the samne party.

. B. Hodgins, for applicant. JPw/?erton, Q.C., for city.

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.

Ferguson, J.] RE ME'rCAILF. [july 1o.

Will-Deriise of reidue-Àxecutary ritviç.--Event hapening in par.

A testator by bis will gave hi& wife a life intcrest in his estate, and at
his death somne specific legacies, and then provided Il The residue *

1 give, devise and bequeath as follows, that is tu say: it shail be e.qualy
divided between my brothers R. M. and M. M., or in case of their dying
before mxy ***wife L. M., it shaîl b. equally divided between the
heirs of my brothers R. M. and M. M." R. M. died in the lifetiiîoe of the
widow and M. M. survived her.

Reld, that as the event provided for, vit., the deatn ofhboth'R. M. and
X. M. during the widow's life-ime had not happened, the devise of the


