
Ea-Z' Vo/es of Ceaiani*( Cases.

wh1ýe adopteci daughter w~as the wife of L.,
agreei 0 , to pay the indebtedness of the fiîmn.

Ian iction a,-ainst J. on said bond the defence
Nvas that it had been given in consequence of
threats by the cashier to pïosecute L. for the
erflbezîleî'ment, and wvas therefore void.

hC/d, affirming th1e judgment of the Supreie

0ihe f Nova Scotia, that the evidence estab-
lihdthat the only consideration for the bond

'eas t0 Prevent the prosecution, and sucb con-
Sideratio being illegal the bond was v'oid.

APeal disr-nissed with costs.
2 .C., for appellant.

for respondent.

CIVOF HALIFAX V. LORDLEV.
1t 22itai ~ ~ I ccprtw )1/' lIt streets-

-"2eilitifor neý lùgrnce Obstruction on side-

7?OI'-oski~0 I 1o (f Izydrant.

L' 'vas walking along the sidewalk of a street

ti alifax at night wben an electric 1Lsmp went
"uand in the darkness she fell over a hydrant

fc Was injured. In an action against the city

or daages it -,vas shown that there was a
OPc f seven or eight feet between the hydrant

tfl te inner line of the sidewalk, and that L.

as aware of the position of the hydrant and
kes'eto walk on said street. The stat-

UtS respecting the government of the city do
lint Oblige the counicil to keep the streets light-

fo, tbut authorize themn to enter into contraCtS

th~ bat Purpose. At the time of this accident
eîY was lighted b lcritbya compafly

,ot. Eidence was given to showv that it was

larPs sible to prevent a single lamp or batch of
arisgoinig out at times.

luW d1ej, reversing the judgment of the court be-
th" SrPOLNG and TASCHEREAU, JJ., dissenting,

e city was not liable; that the corporation
th g Under no statutory duty to light the streetS

tth rlation between it and the contractors was

at tat Of master and servant, or principal and
coubut that of employer and independefit

fo r 3 and the corporation was flot liable

tht lb ligence in the performance of the service;

t'Vide Position of the hydrant was not in itself
t hat 2 of negligence in the corporation; and

ex *cOulcI have avoided the accident by the
tc" Of reasonable care.

AbaCy Q.C., for the appellants.
Y'lidule for the respondent.

MUNICII'\LI'r'Y OF LtNFýNBUtR(i ANI) OTHERS

'.Ti-L Ar UOINE'X.(;l.NE1RAL 01

NOVA SC&IIA.

beii;ici corb/atioisi/lllCfl of c couf/ cournt

house and,,,aol-li't /110 rcmnov'cfron; sIie-e

Th(- county of Lunenbtlrg, N.S., contains tbe

municipality of C. and the town of L., which are

corporations separate and distinct from the

municipality of the county. L. is the sbire town

of the county, and contains the county court

bouse and gaol, and the sittings of tbe Supreme

Court for the county are required to be beld

tbere. By R.S.N.S., 5tb ser., c. 2o, s. i., as

amended bY 49 Vict., c. i i, " County or district

gaols, court bouses, and sessions bouses may be

establisbed, erected, and repaired by order of the

municipal counicils in the respective municipali-
ties."

ln 189 1, an Act was passed by the Legisiature

of Nova Scotia ernpowvering tbe municipality of

L. to borrow money for tbe purpose of erecting

and furnisbîng a court bouse and gaol in tbe

county, or repairing and impboving the present

court bouse. Tbe municipality of C. and town

of L.. were respectively to contribute towards

payment of this boan. Tbe municipality, by re-

solution, proposed to erect the said buildings in

B., anotber town in the county, and an injunc-

tion was granted by the Supreme Court restrain-

ing the municipal council from erecting a court

bouse for tbe general purposes of tbe county lit

B. or from expending in sucb erection any funds

in wvbicl tbe municipality of C. and the town of

L., or eitber of themn, were interested. On ap-

peal from, the judgment granting said injuniction,

ld, that witbout direct legislative authority

tbe court bouse and gaol for the purposes

of the county could only be situated at tbe

sbire town; that the authority in the municipal

council to establish these buildings did flot

allow tbeir erection in any other place, wbicb

would in effect repeal and annul the Acts of the

Legislature providing for their establishmfent in

L., the sbire town; and that the injonction was

properly issued and must be maintained.

Appeal dismissed wvith costs.

W. B. Ré/chie for the appellants.
Russel, Q.C., for tbe respondent.


