
will not aet :fairly and distribute the property. The
taking of the executor should be varied so as to b. el
Appeal di8missed with coests, but order varied so, as
te, the undertaking the requirement that he shal.
with due diligence.

MAY 12THn
DIJVTSTON"A~L COURT.

CRAIJAM. v. BOIJRQUE.
Co rart-Bî-ae-4 soitite Refu<iZ to P<erformi.

Appeal by plaintiff £rom judgment of LoUNT,
P. 138.

The same eounsel appeared.
THE OUiR (]BOYD, C., MuaEDITH, C.J.,) vari
ýget below by redueing the defeudants' recovi

their counterclaixn to $î.5. Judgiuent for plaintif
eests for $958.QS (le'ss amnoint paid into Court), a

pyetout to plaintiff of amount paid into Cour
frdefendants for $75 with costs. Judgments to

off pro tanto. No cousts of appeal to the Court below or
Court.

MAY 13TH,
DITVISIONAI. COURT.

REX v. McGREGOR.
Mi4ntripal C~orporation-Bg-Law for Pnwemntion of Fires-1

GJeneris Rule->Storing Combuible or »angerous Mlai
Oil-Petrolcuem Inuseton Act, 62 & 6s viet. ech. e7, d
Supesde Provincial LegfflatUon on Same Riubfet-TIe
ConferR Poiwer to Make Police or MuniLcipal Reg4<s*i
Loca Charucter for PrevenUion, etc., of Fires.

Hodge v. The Queen, 9 App. Cas. ai p. 131, foll,
Motion by defendant to make absohite a ruie T

quash conviction of defendaut by the police inegistra
thue e'ity of Windsor, for that; defendmt, " agent i
Queen City 011 Company, did keep at one turne in a

kir Shop witbin the citY lirnêts a larger quantity than
bearrela of> eoai oil, rock oil, vater oil, or othet, simila
and a larper quantity than oue barrel of erude oil, hi


