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5set ....fSr John Ooltorie, Lieut.-GOvoror of 7.0.,
188. (4unpowd.er Plot.

0. Sun ...... li BSuiay àfier ýWiy
8. ue~ .oi't a Apea sie.Joh X.11 n died, 1674.

q, Weil ..... fce of àles bora 18il.
Il. 1pr ..... attle ci Obryaler'a Pm=r~ 1811.
12. Ba.. _., <d- a.eO4h Ia.P.. 1868. W. B.

Bieh -h J. of Q.13., lm6. Magna
Charte, signed 1915.

13. Bun- .....9*4 8M,4lap ïýéer ïrUiti A. Wlson, atIl
O.J. of O.P., 1878. J. H. a 1rtbl Q..
01 Q.B., 1878.

14. mon FaIeonbrLdge, J. QBD,188?.
16, Tues.. M. C. Cameran, . ., 18M8
29, Sat .. J. D. Armourldbi C.J. of Q.B., 1887. Thos.

(lait 0.3, . 0.
88. Sun .2r dun& qt ni
f1: Moàn MI: bwalrns. ermbegtua. Q.B. and O.P.

Divisionm 0i 1t.J. e st negn J. PiMA-
ley, und (el. of Q., 17- 1 . n aByftl
born, 184.

24. Thur.... B1attle of Fort Duquesne 1768
2P 1ri ..... Narqula of Lamne, Goýâe. î878

27. Sun ... la! 8ufldail in ddveni. Frrontenac died at
Queoive. 1698.

30. Wed... St. Andr,,w' Day. T1hou. Mois, C.3, of
Ap1peul 1877, Street. J7., Q. B1. D>., and
macýMalou, J., C.1'.D., 1887.

EarlyNotes of Canadiail Cases.
S UPEECO (Ae 7' 0F JUDICA TURE

FOR OivTA R/O.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

[May 13, 1890.
MCM ILLAN V. BARTON.

Pr-itcip§al tend aýgent - TrusIs and trustees -
Fratid-Siattte of Frauds.

Property of the plaixltiff's husband having
been offered for sale under morîgage, she
agreed orally with the martgagee's solicitors ta
purchase it , but, flot hiaving the means ta ruake
the cash payment required, slie saw one of the
defendants, who agreed ta lend her for a year
the neces5ary money and te take a deed of the
property as security, and he gave ta the solicit.
ors a written aiTer ta purchase on the trins
arranged by the plaintiff, whiclh offer was hy
the solicitors orally accepted. The property
was, however, in fact conveyed ta the other de-
fendant, who was the daughter of her co-
defenciant,

Iided, per HAGARTY, C.JO,, and MACLIEN-
SAN, J.A., that on the evidence the conveyance
ta the claughter was the result cf a fraudulent
conspiracy between her father and herself ta
cleprive the plaintiff of ber bargain, that there-
fore the daughter stood [n no better position

than the father, an~. that ho was ut agont'$h4ý
the plaintiff, whose agency tt18t b. pr*oMd by
oral ovidenc~ not*litbstaitding the Statute of
Frauds.

He1a, Étr BURTOW. and OSLER, JJ.A., that on
the evidence the purchase by the daughter was
not a collusive one,. but was ose for ber own_
benefit, and that it could tôt ho i1n peached.

The court being equafly divided, the judg-
ment Of ROBER4TSON, J., at the trial was af-
flrmed.

Upan appeal ta the Supremne Court of
Canada, 20 S.C.R. 404, the VieW Of HAcGARTY,
C.I.O., and MAcLIINNA&N. J.A., was adopted.

Mv us, Q.C., and C. Mlillar for the appellants.
jolin Bain, Q.C., for the respondent.

[May 10, 1892.

DWYER V. PORT ARTHUR.

M1unicioa corporaion-By-laiv-Street ra~l-
waYs-C0~ss

In January, 1891, the defendants passed a by-
law ta raise $5s,ooo for street railway purposes,
with a recital that it ivas necessary t0 raise that
sum for the purpose of building a street railway
connecting the municipality of Neebing with
the municipality of Port Arthur. The by-law
had been submitted to the electors, and had
heen carried by their votes, but the approvai of
the Lieutenant-Governorin Council had notbeau
obtained, and the provisiuns of section 5o cf
the Municipal Act had net heen observed. Thi-
action was braught ta restrain the mulliciplllity

frami constructing the street railway under this
by-law; and on the 4th Of May, 1891, while ther
action was pending, an Act, 54 Vict., c. 7'8 (0.),
was passed declarirg that the by-law in ques-
tion was legal and valid -,o aIl intents. After
the passing of the Act an injurnction %vas grant-
ed by STREET, J., restraining the defendants
from acting under the by-law on the ground
that the Act in question did not go far enough.
The action was afterwards brought down ta
trial, and MACMAI4ON, J., following the judg..
ment of STREET, J., made the injunction per-
petual.

Idd1 reversing these judgments, that the
validating Act had the effect cf changing the
by-law fromn one for raising nioney mer.ly te
one for construction, and nmade [t valid fur al&
oDurpoats.
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