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Iprovince of 1kova 0cotta.
SUPREME COURT.

Meagher, J.] HUBLEY V. CITY OF HALIFAX. [Sept. 17.
Municipal corporation-Alienation of land ezpropriated for

ÎÏ, special purpose-njwnction.
The City of Halifax expropriated land in the year 1893 for

"the extension and improvernent" of the water system of the
eity, at a cost of $1,050. it was now proposed te sell the land at
the original cost in aid of a manufacturing enterprise which
desired to obtain the site for the erection of its works reserving
a strip a few feet wide on ep-eh side of a pipe line which had
been carrieu through the property, but giving the purchaser a
right of way over it.

IIcld. 1. Granting the injunction applicd foi! by plaintiff,
thigt w~hiIc it 'vas elear that thof city ilît devote land so acquired
to texnporary -ses whivh would not interîere with the express
ptIrpose. for which it wvas ohtained, it could flot apply it to any
purpose i neonsi stent thercwith.

2. A resolution passcd l)y the city council declaring that the
land was not required for watcr extension purposes, but whieh
was silent on the other branch. namely, the iimprovernent of the
wvate systeni, was flot a sufficient determination that the land wvas
nlo longer required for the oliject originaily designated, the two
things being quite distinct, and the city consequently wvas flot in
a position to make a legal sale of the land and should therefore
be restrained frorn doing so.

Allison. for application. ilIelish, K.C., contra.

16ook Veviews.
The, flotie of Lords on, the Laiv of Trespasg to Realty and

7h ildre ni as Trespassers. London: Stevens & Haynes, Bell
Yqird. 1909.

Thiis is a very intcresting study by Thomau Bever, so weil
knowii as a legal writer, of the reasons given in the floise of
Lords in the case of Coche v. Midlend Great Wea8tprn Railway of
Irciand in the light of ,he principles of tha comxnon law. 47
pages. Price, is. (Sec ànte, p, 625.)


