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it for the services. As pointed out on the argument, this is not
practicable.

The o4auscs are quite distinct f rom the valid provisions of the

by-law, and they should be quashed, leaving the valÎd provisions
operative.

The effeet of this is that the town councîl has flOW passed a
by-law requlirinig sanitary closets, and for the appointment of an

officer to remoye the contents, but his remuneration must be

pràvided front the general rates of the municipalîty, and not by
a fixed charge upon the separate premises.

As success is divided, no costs.

FALCONBRIDGE, C.J.K.B. APRIL 8th, 1918.

*McCALLUM v. COHOE.

Husband and Wife-LiQI'ilîtl/ of Wife on Promissory Note' and
Agreement Exeeuted by ker for Benefit of Hueband-Lack of

Corssideration and of Independent Adtvice-Diires&-Thf cats-

Agent of Person in whose Favour Documnents Executed-
Evidence.

Action again>st a man1 and bis -wife to recover a suin of $500,
and for a mandatory injunetion directing the defendants to

exeoute and deliver to the plaimtiff a miortgage on all real estate
owned by thont or either of theni.

lThe action was tried without a jury at Woodstock.
A. H. Boddy, for the plaintif!.
R. N. Bail, for the defendants.

FALCONBRIDGE, C.J.K.B., ini a written judgment, said that
Cohoe had been buying wheat for the plaintif! on a commission

bk;frorn tinte to tinte Cohoe drew on the plaintif! for axnouuts

pipposed to represent what ho had to pay for the wbeat; it waa

found,' after a tiine, that Cohoe had considerably overdrawn;
and it was agreed between the plaintif! and Cohoe that there

shiould be an sarbitration to deterniine the aniouut of the latter's
indetednss.Before the arbitration, Cohoe and his wife both

sinda proxnissory note payable on demand to the order of

th plaintiff for $1,500-as an evidence of good faith, it was
si.The wife also signed at submission to arbitration whereby


