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laru, including the part opposite to the' place
in question, was detached fromn Harvcy and
oined to Venilam for municipal and other pur.
poses, as is enacted, as if it had always been
part of Verulaiu. In 1879 a new bridge was
bui]t at the' said place, and an arbitration hiad
between the' courities, and on NMa> i 8th, i88o,
arter the said:Act came into force, an aiard
was rmade settling defendants' share of the cost,
'vhich they paid. In 1887, tht' bridges having
got into disrepair, tht' plaintiffs appointed their
arbitrator to settle the' cost of repair, et(-.; but
defendants refused to join in the arbittin
contending that sin 0 the' 42 Vict. o liabilit>'

*therçfér was cast on thent Tht' inhabitants of
certain portions of tht' adjoining townships in
Peterborough continued to use thiese bridges,

*which were thecir orly means of acccss to thc2r
count>' toe-'n and market.

He/d. that the roacd at the' said place mrust
still bc considered tht' boundar>' line rruid. and
defend.tn*s were liablc for the' maintenance and
repair of tht' bridges.

os, Q.C., arnd Hud.feih, Q. C., fi)r p liin ti ffs.
Lash, Q.C., and Edwards, for defendants.

WiLK1 NSN i. HARV'XV et ai.

Siterif- -. Lùzbi/éty of execution credi/orr ,.1ir
wron 1fsd eizutre-Solicitor and client-
1 iability for aels qf 'o/i/or.

The defendants, w~ho liv'ed in Hamilton, and
had a dlaim against W. at Ingersoil, issued a
writ therefor through their solicitors C. & B.,
which was served b>' C., who wvent to Ingersoîl1
underspecial inst; actions from deféndants todo
so, and to take sucli steps as they might think
best to recover tht' caim. A judgment wvas
afterwards obtained, and an execution against
W.19 goods issucd. Tsheriff sent his officer
to execute the' writ, who iwas informed b>' W.

r' that het had no goods, which the officer be-
lieved to bc true, and so inforned the' sherifi',
who accordingly notifled C. & B. C. & B. re-
fused to accept this, and wrote to the sherjiff
in effect that he had acted irnproperly in not
seizing the' gonds on ex P~arle statemrents, and
that he must take sucli action as would enable
him ta test the' truth of the statemnents he had
acted on. Tht' sh, f' then seized tht' gonds
and applied for an interpleader order. The
gonds ,vete proved to be the plaintiff's. In

1 an action ta recover damages occasioneu by)
the' seizure,

Ho/a', that the' sheriff must be assumed to
have seized, under tht' circunistances, under

Iinstructions from the' dcfendant's solicitors,
and as tht' soliciturs were acting under special
instructions frorn tht' defendants, tht' latter
wvert' hable to the' plaintiff. Srnffh v. Kea/, 9
Q. B. D). 340 distinguished.

G. 7'. I,'/ackttck, arrd 1-a/.rh, for plaintiff.
P'. 1)enoz'an, for defendants.

THF, CoRPoR.%1ioNz OF THIn TowNSI1' ul'
Oxie'n41 'v. GAMR et a.

iPrnc;,bal an'd .rurely-.fnc»/cçb'ain
-Bod---Ire/c.r' q/sterety- Ali' bond.

A bond, intended to be a joint and several
bond, was drawn up, to be executed b>' G.,
who was plaintiff's treasurer, and b>' L. and
A., as his sureties. A. executt'd tht' bond on
tht' 16th Dt'cernber, 1886, on the supposition
and understanding that it should not lie bind-
ing on hlmi until executt'd b>' the' others. on

i27th L)eccînber, to enabît' hiru to run as a
councillor, A. requested tht' council to release
hiai froin tht' bond, which was agreed to, and
on 17th janua>', 1887, a formai resolution was
passed accepting H. as suret>' in his place, and
stating that a new bond had been executed b>,
G., L, and H. On tht' saint' day the' first
bond, wvhich had flot been executcd b>' G. or

Lwas then executed b>' theru. In an action
against A. on the' first bond,

1-Ield, that he n'as not liable thereon.
(Jr/or, Q.C., and Kyddi (of Ottawa), for tht'

lplaintiffs.
iFrench and Saunders, for the defendant
Anderson.

THE BRITISH AND CANA»IAN LOAN AND)
INV1ESTMENT COMPANY V. WILLIAMS.

Mortgage-Acuiremnet oféuily /odmetn
by tnorigagee-Reease of nrggrIt.
tion-Evidence of.

The defendant executed a mortgage on cer-
tait. land to the' plaintiffs, dated Noveniber Sth,
r88t, ta secure $2,2oo and interest, and on May
8th, t1882, conveyed the land ta L., stabject ta the
mortgage. On May z 2th, 1883, L. conveyed
ta the' plaintiffs. Afterwards the' plaintiffs en-
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