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bLukCloued, which was &bout one o'clock. -The
4"fOndaute having charget! the amount of the.
Qheq1ue ta the plaintiff, he mued thens for money

& and received and money lent.
.lield, that lie could not racaver, for defendants

flee ot guilty of laches ; and semble, that they
cOuid have recavered back the arqount framn the
elaintiff, aven if they had paid it ta hlm.-
OitiOg v. Tlhe Quebec Bankc, 80 U. C. Q. B. 382.

AýRT1FIC1AL CRANNL-P UNiING BACK WÀTEIE.

'The plaintifse owned land an the River Humber
or Which thers was a miii, the water frant which

8*dthrough an art(/icial c/annel of about 700
test into the river. Dafandant having buiiéb a
4%~ by which the water was pennad back in this
thantlel, s0 as ta cibstruch the working of plain-

Ue vill and the natural fiow af the straam.

to eeld, that the plaintiffs were clearly entitled
nliianan action tharefore.- Wadsworth et

At. cDougall, 80 U. C. Q. B. 869.

4 LIAnJILITY OF 111UBAND-MARRIED WOMAN's

&CT....Defendant, during several yaars priar ta,
%114 for part of the year 1862, had a shop which

40 lld is wife, wha lived with himi, attendad,
4 shop baing divided into hwo parts, in one of
'MIich defendant carried on a confectionery and
41001, business, and iu the other a fancy goode
4'sinesfio the latter being unier the personal
8'8r!utendence of the wife, who always gave

t4Orders for the goode9, which hae, however,
44for. In 1862 defendant gave up the con-

%tîonery &c. business, and then, as he stated,
ult the other business ta bis wife for a

04nsuns, Bie agraaing to pay him $5 a wek,
%ibeti, h owever, sha faiied ta do. She continued,

h1e permission, to carry ou the fancy goode
'4 sstill living with hlm as befara. There

ho change aithar in the exteriar or in the
tIIiar ofth shap, exetthat the defendant

019e carried on the confection ery, &c., busi-
tre, tiougi hae was frequently sean on the

lu4ae.I 1869 the wifa gave an order for
9'Od8 in question, just as she had always

~tel"sly to 1862 beau iu the habit of daing.
4e btthe business must ha cansidered de-
14u89and that lie was hiable ta the plaintiff

tiot 9 ordered in 1869.
«ue1c8. aiso, that the Married Waman's Act

C. oh. 78) had no application ho the
.- JOuld v. Ourtelett, 21 UJ. C. C. P. 868.

ONTARIO REPORTS.

QUEEN'S BENOÎT.

(Repûrteel by C. I1oBî,,so.N, ESQ., Q. C., Reporter to the couert.).

1B90wN v. TEE CORPORATION 07 THE TowN or
BELLEVILLE.

C07rPoratioit.--Con tract iot vn der seal-Liability.

The defendants wished to dredge their harbour. and the
plaintiff Ilad a dredge, then in the State of New York,
10hich, atter negortiations with the chairnian of the corn-
Tnittee on harbour and town property, lie offered to lend
tii the CoIPoration oit certain terins, one of which was
iliat the corporation shonuld pay the cost of its transport
tii Belleville. The committee reported andt reeornnended
this Offer to the couneil, and it was adopted, and the
chairmnani then told the plaintiff to bring the dredge ta
-Belleville, which hie did, at the cost of 837~3. The coin-
niittee aftervards decided tii let out tie dredging by
ciintract to atiother person.

Jjeld, that the corporation were liable to the plaintiff for
the cost 0f bringing the dredgc, although there was na
contract under ieal. îjCQ..37.

DECLARATION. First count, on an agreemfenlt
that if the plaintiff would bring to the tawn of
Belleville, from Broome county, in the State of
Newf York, a certain dredging machine which. the
plaintiff had there, ta be used by tho defendants
ini the Work of dredging the harbour within the
lilite 0f the town of Belleville, which dredging
«W88 abo0ut ta be undertaken b5" the defendants,
and Inl Consideration that the plaintiff would
a110W the said machine ta be used ini the work of
dredging the said harbour, the defendants agree
ta pay the plajintiff ail expenees incnirred ini
the transportation of the machine fron Broome
0 otinty to Belleville, and ta keep the samte iM
good repair, and ta return the saine in as good
ardar as the defendants received it, and ta pay
the Plaintiff for the use of the said machine by
the defendants ten per cent. per aunum. upon the
suln Whjch the plaintiff had paid for the machine.
And the plaintiff allegecl that, relying on the
prOnlise of defendants, ha causad the machine
ta bo transported fromn Broome county to Belle-
Ville, and placed the same upon wharves in the
said harbour, of ail which the defendants then
had notice. Yet the defendants, lu violation of'
their agreement in that behaif, refused to receive
the said machine, although raqueuted s0 ta do,
and refueed ta employ the sanie in the work of-
dredging the said harboor, but, ou the contrary,
ewPlaYed another dredging machine for the.
sid wark, and refueed ta pay the plaintiff the

aePenses, castes, and charges, in tranwportiflg the
said ma'chine ta Belleville, whereby the plaintiff
bas suffered great lose and damage.

COanio counts were added, for work and
materiais, &c.

Defendants pleaded, ta the first count:
1 . That they did not, apsee as alleged.
2. That the plaintiff did nat briiig the machine,

ta the tow11 of Belleville as alleged.
And ta the second count never indebted.
The cause was tried ah the Spring Assizes for

1870, ah Belleville, hefore Owyune, J.
The evidence shewed that, in 1868, A. Diamn!,
Eq9was appointed chairman of the committee

on hirbour and town property. Under the. by-
I&w to ragulate proceedings and establleh rates
of order ln the hown council, by the, 4lst clause,
colmfittees appointed were ho report on any euh-


