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1Febiuarv jLONEY v'. OLIVEiR.

Dîîhîs-~1fea~reO!-L'UreaCIt Of ai,'reemeint Io
<.<»fl'y /and-Loss of Ihargain previour/y

In an action for damages for breacîs of anagreement b), the defendant t0 convey land t0
tLe plaintiît hie plai:îîiff alleged tisat, by reason
of the breach, certain other persons, t0 wbomnlie hall agreed la seil the land, refused te carry
out their agreemenlt with hini, and lie lost the
sale and was deprived cf a profit. It appeared
thait he plaintiff's agreement to seIl %vas prier 10bis agreement with. the defendant, and that thtdefendant liad no notice or knowledge of the
prier agreenment.

Held, that the plaintiff could net rerover;for thse damagts claimed for the loss cf the saledid noL natural>' flIow from lthe breacl of thedefenidai, 's agreement. If daniages %were re-coverable at ail, the true ineasure would lie theincreased value of the land at thie tinse of thebreach over thse amount of the purchase rrîoney;but no evidence was given of any suds damages,

r~ ~ ~î~uî aey Ntës qf.'-Çanadia, Cases.

DIARY FOR JTJNE. and evidence of the bargain tbat t?
1, Mori...... Firsi Parltanent in Toronto, 1%7, made wiffi the other pron, befol4. tIr..Lord ldon borri, 17n1.5Fr1.liattle of atony Creet. 1818. gained with the defendant, wàs notdW.t1a:rTen tdSrJowA lffi relevant te this inquiry

7. Su" n grnl4Y after Triiy,/.W euogifrthplnif8- 0u Mo.... CIIty Ot. Sftgs. for Mlotions lui York. , ~ JW c'/ogfrtepanr-q.Ate ot. Bittîogso Ëili Palsin et Mass, Q.C., for the defendant.
10. Wel-ý...Connty Ct. sittiig for trial, except in York.il. Thunr ... St. Barniala. bord Statie Goverrior-Gon.
14. San ...er, fiunkwy ftér Trni MR. DALTON.] [Fe15. àMoti.,Civil Assises at Toronito. Magnîa Obasrta MACMAHOX,J.16 s.,,,gried 1215.16Tus...attîs oi âte lras. 1815, D*iv'l. Court.]18: Thjur ..Battle of ttrlo 181 >ID. Fri 13tt1fi of lillierni, 170420. Ruît.... Aoamion of Qeil Victoria, 1837. REGINA EX REL MCGUIRE V. BIR21, Sun.4h8ili fe '1f~ Longest day.22, Monà...Bavery dectured oontrury ta the law of Munitipal corpoùrations. -Contrave'rtei21. %%"(!CiMidsuinrner day, Et. Joln Baptist, .0al e! ctions-Inièrest of Mayr-eleir). Tiior .Sir M. C. Carnerori dted, 1887. 

y
W3. bion. i5h Siitdy aftor Tr1îîtf 1j. Cororiatton of iract udt/ carjoreilicr - Unseltt/Queeri Viotor-la, 18US.W1. Moil.... St. Peoter. claînm - Mfaster-in-Charnbgrs, jun80 e .. .. esot epelled trom Ferancre, 18M. Iti.ry election case- i go -_51 l>2ci

Earl Nots of-Consitutional aw-f-o7,ers of/PEal oe fCanadian Cases, gsare
The defendant had a contract with

S(7/lhRMIE COURT 01 UDCAUR poration of a z:ity for the supply of i, ~TAIU. C TUE tl end of -)o, but on the 26th N.
ovember.

heo idew roinf'orming the cOrporation that
he iîhrewfrm his contract, and enclosing

bisb account up to date.
On the qtls December, 1890, the tlien mayor

of the city notitied the defendant th.at lie would
be lheld responsible fer any expense the corpor-
ation %would bc put te in consequence of bis re-
fusai te Ctulfil bis contract.

On the i 5th December, i 89o, the cil>' couzîcil
adopted a resolution cancelling the defendant's
contract and releasing hirn froi an>' further
obligation in connection therewith, At thesaine meeting a notice of reconsideration was
given, %vhich by the rules cf lhe council had the
e ffe ct of stayiig ail action on the resolutionuntil after reconsideration. There ivas no re-consideration and no subsequent meeting ofthe council tli the 7th of january, 1891, previous
to which the defendant had been elected niayor
for 1891,. At the lime of bis election hisaccuunt above mentioned ' ad not been paid.

Ben4 by the Master-in-Çhanîbers, that theresolution had no direct effect tu release thedefendant froni liability usîder his conîract,eitheî' at law or in equity ; and whether or not
the resolution was tu b. considered in force, itdid not touch flie accourit, the existence of.vhich uneaid wa3 sufficient te invalidate theelection, under the bher 'rircuînstances of thse
case,
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