
NEGLIGENCE.

icithholding. of-Ulterior motive8 Righet
to carryj wICrs across streets implied
Intcrim, Îijnction - Dissolution of.]-
Latchford, J., held, that where a company
were grantedl a franchise by a town for

the distribution of liglit and power, and
ot by the terms thereof were given power

te erect pales in the lunes of the tiown.
subject to the direction and approval of
the counicil, that the couneil were nlot
legally justified in delaying the granting
of sncb approval for ulterior motives.
Toirn of Walkerville v. Walkervîlle Light
&~ Poirer Co. (1913), 25 0. W. R. 375;
5 0. W. N. 429.

Expropriation by city by-law of
ontaide land for addition te indus-
trai fer=n - " Acquire"I - Munîcipal
Acf, 1913, sec. 6-Special Act, 1 Gao. V.
ch. 119, sec. 5-Rona fIdes - Statu tory
powers-Ekausting by original purcha8e
'-Interpretation Act, 7 Edw. VIL. ch. 2,
sec. 7 (d3) .] -Motion by Boyle, the owner
of certain lands souzht te be taken hy the
corporation of the city of Toronto, by by-
law No. 6M5, intituled "A By law to
Acquire Additional Lanâis for th, Indus-
trial Farm," to quash this by-law.-M.%id-
dieton, J., refused te quash the by-law
on the ground that It was not intended
that the power should be exhausted by a
single exercise. holding that there was no
reason to suppose that the by-Iaw was
not an abaolutely bona fide exercise of the
municipal powers.-Re Inglis & Toronto0,
8 O. L. R. 570. distinguished. Re Boyle
& Toronto (1913) 25 0. W. R. 67; 5 O.
W. N. 97.

Jndgment - Contempt of Court -
Motion to commit-Building restrictions
-" One building "-Amendment of Plans
and structure--" Front"I of building -
Reference fo architect appointcdl by Court
-Underta.ing f0 obey his report - Dis-
mia8al of motîoa-Terms.] - Motion to
commit defendant for breach of the in-junction herein granted by Teetzel, J.,
(22 0. W. R. 767). Since that judgment
defendant had altered ber walls, and
placed a permanent doorway In the verti-
cal wall formerly dividing the building.-
Britten, J., (23 0. W. R. 961) held, that
the building was no longer twe buildings,
and that therefore the motion must bp dis.
missedl with coets.-Ilford Park Eshtre
v. Jacobs, [19031 2 Ch. 522, 526, refer-tred

to u.Ct. Ont. (2nd APP. Dii.) or-
dered ihunt If dfndnt -uld ie on an-
dertaking la one week to follow the plans
of an ar(ltet to wboma te montter bail
been referred by the Court and pny the
eosts oyf the motion and apppal, ineluding
the architeet's fees, the motioln hold he
dismlssed,. otherwise itva lowcdxvth
caste. Hlolden v. Ryan (1913)ý , 25- O. W.
R. 874; 5 0. W. N. 890.

Police officer-Liabilitli for acts of-
Statement of dlaim-Striking out as dis-
cloéing no cause of action.] M'%iddleton,
J., held, that a police officer is not ipso
facto the servant of a muniicipnlity and
any facts relied on toe statdish the lia-
bility of the municipnlity for bis acts
must bce xpressly pleaded. McAvoy v.
leannie (1913), 25 0. W. R. 667; 5 0.
W. N. 688,

WateTworks by-law -Motion f0
quash Uity of (>ttaira Special Act 3 (t
4 ('e. V. c. 109-Sum fl.red by Act as
limlit of Crpe)(n(liture-Pro jected schcmc te
ezceed su(/ se um-Debientiires not suffi-
rient ta complete icork -I)isc.retion.]-
L.ennox, J.. held, that 3 & 4 Geo. V. c.
10 9, autliorisîng the City of Ottawa te
raise a sum not excecdlng $5,000.000 for
the construction of waterwerks, did net
autherize the city te pass n by lawv pro-
viding for the issue of dehentures for
$5,000,000 to be applied on a waterworks
seheîîîe whiub weul cost nit the lenst
estimate $8,000.0W0. - By-lîtw quashed
with ests. Re Clarry v. C'ity of 0f ta
(1913), 25 0. W. R. 340; ;- O. W. N.
370.

NEGLIGENCE.

Damages - I)çath of superannuated
mninister Estate pas9sinq toe clildren -

Eetatlion of liue - - repnd normal -
il uidnc <E .s ta - lenefit front con tinu-

oneof lie-rooli sonas froinî pen-
sien r ciE c 1 its/ 'c utt

cf daiai, -1Y qsnt lcrh of fire iii'ors'
prnsieu - .4ppe-il css -Bv1C

anc rded the ch ild reti cfr a epr n e
îiîister kîlled hy tPenglgnc f ec
dants and who wns in receipt of a pen-
szion froin thle se îer n nuait ion fend of
bis church, five times the amouint of such
onnini penîoeî as daînairs for his deftth,
holding that bis reasenable expecýtation of
life was five years and the p)reb)atility
was from bis financial position tint the
wlîole cf sueb pension we\-iîld have been
snved by deceased.-Sup, Ct. Ont. (lst
App. Div.) varied nhane judimnt Pv
awa rding in pieë of tPe surn nwnrded the
presevnt worth of the five annnal instnl.
îîîeîIts cf pcension. - Judgrnent ntiirmed
wii h :0iv variation, no eoas of appeal
to Pithier pnrtny. (Jccîni v. MIichigon
Cenitral Rtc. Co. (1913)V, 21) O. W. R.
182 ; 5 0. W. N. 18

Death by drowning- .Jlrcol ng of
dom ,- iefin anin8t rivecr cempo7"nit
Findiltqs 0f jur Nelie <c ? Eidrnce

('oný ri ri btory i yli< ec Vtliitit 
aOeeum)pfirm Of risk- oinisa f artien.1

Fîileîihidge ('..K.i., isiois,"ed an


