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the solicitor, in the very transaction, intended a fraîîd whieh
woul reqiuire the suppression of the knowledge of the inaterial
fact froin the person with whorn he was dcaling, notice of
such fact is flot to be imuputed to such person: Rolland v. iIa.1,
L.R. 6 Ch, 678; Cave v. Cave, 15 Ch. D. 639, and I'kiomip8to y.
Cartwright; 33 Beav. 178.

2. There was nothing on the face of the dohunients constitut.
ing Mrs, Stenninig's elaimi of titie to put a solieitor upon inquirv
or to require hinm tu probe more deeply into the tranRaction.

3. Following HItit v. J4nck (1902) (,,h. 428, that the occu-
pation of the land by a tenant aflected Mrs. Stelinh::g wvith ron.
striictive notice offly of that teniant 's rights, and i<ot withl notice
of his lesmoi,*s titie o1u riglits.

4. Mrs. Stt9nning wvas etititlind L-, he trvated as ii ptirchaser for*
v'a1ne witlhott notice. anid, liaving the legal estate, hieu daimis
shoiild prevail over the piou equity of the plaintiffis, but only
to the extent of the aintomt ($460) hy w'hieh she hand rcdlnced
lier claini against lIastings., as there was no new or futher con.
siderationi for the releage to her hy Hlastings of the equiiitv of re-
demption contained in the agreemient of April. 1899.

5. Thiit the action of MacArthur ini assigning the tax sale cer-
tificate, and flot afterwards inquiring what the trus1tee was doing
%with the property, eould no'ý lie considcred mi negligene diffen.
titling the plailitiftf to relief: Shropshire, etc., C7o. %Y. IÙh Qlceeit,
[J.R. 7 -I.L. 507.

6. John R. MacArthur wits entitl-ed to redteeoi tho land iipon
paymcnt to Mrs. Stenning of the $460 with interest, togethier
mith any nioney paid by hor for, taxeq wnd irîterest thiereon, and
lier costs of miuit.

7. The Mofndant Hlastings îlloffl ho ordcred to pay Johin
IL MacArthur the arnounit so foiind <lue to Mrs. Stenining and
the plaintifsm' costai of the action.

Reference to'the à1aster.
Bradshaw and Afficck, for plaintiffs. ils.on, foir Mus. Steni-

ning.. Pot ts, for llastings.

Perdue, J.1 A April 19.

IN RE K11NDSEN AND! TitE ToWN OF ST. BONIFACE.

Mnîîcipiit-Bylauof emnndi M close strert and sell land-
Street shetvi oit t-egistetrcd plan but 'not taken oveî' or im-
pro ced by rnuitipalit y-By-law pasaed foi- impr-oper object
-A pproval of Lejt iaiet- Governorin- Coici--E ff ect of

Promnulgation.

Application to quash by-law No. 257 of the town of St. Boni-
faee closing "a certain street or blind alley" shewn oni a regia-


