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cost of the land, works, andi improvements ; andi
by s. 4, 9-s. 3, the lands not taken within the
4m0 fret were to lie speciall' assesseti in respect
of such improveinents. h'ut no such special as-
sessilnent was ta exceet de actual value of the
benefit derived front the rnprovecment.

R. and the H. T. owned lands extending front
tht c'entre Uine ta a distance exceeding 400fterr,
and the city took (rani such lands a strip nar-
rower than 400 feet.

h1e/dt that in awarding comnpensation ta R.
and the H. T., under tht. Municipal Ad:, for the
parts of' their lands taken, thetarntittattor5 should
,illtaw (or iiný benelits ta the- partN flot taken,
but in estimiaiing that benetit the), shotild take
into accounit as 'Iwst they coul the fact that
the land-ovnýrs were liahit ta be chargecl b>'
the citv ta the extent of the lietefit the)' received
hy a rate ab for a local improvenient under s. 4,
-s:. 3.

b'ain, Q.C., and /1. 1). Gewibl' fiir the land-
owners.

If' .4. /,leï'c, Q.C., and C.. R. H. 1l4rtiar for-
the City of Toronto.

Chaiic'ri- J)zvisioni.

~Ai.t>NiUii*.K J.] [lecenmber 4, 88.
THî<~ E1. . -rtuR i)PA H çoip.N OF

To'0R0wio î,. THE l'îî.TIEHN
COMPANN' OF CANAD.

T'ee/çphoneî C*ti,,p<wny -- .1les.ase>iger bus~ine'ss
, las Io tram.ç,,d.r.çn of' ard.ers for

'The defendaîîts were a coinpany carrving on
a general telephone business with a central office
to clnct sulîsarîbers' telephones, and in ad-
dIition, c'arried on a inessenger business for the
l>urposet of delivering letters, messages, etc.
Ily ta àsgienent. the defendants a'ssigned
their tnesîengvr business ta the plaintiffs, and
covenanted that tliçý wvoul flot transmit or
give .111v rue.senger order toa .îo person except
Ille plaintîffs. ani that 111î,cv aould cease ta do
suc'h hast nt'ss,

'The' Grea>t Nn-'eter 1elegraph Co.
ancv of Ille detéeaddnts tclephc)ne subscriberm)

opc~unIva>r d1 an office foar a tncs.enger
lîîe~.andi applied for a tclephone in the

usual way, which the defendanti suppliet theat é
with, anid by means of it the G. N. W. T, Co.,
receive<i orclers for messengers, etc,

HFehd th¶lt èhe defendants did -nat transmit or_
give meseîger arders when they, placed a sub.
scriber ini communication (through the central
office) with the G. N. W. T. Co., that they only 7
afforded him a mîedium by which te transmit,
or gi%%e bis own order, which %vas a case not
provided for by the agreement, andi the action 4ý
for ;tn injunction to restrain defendants was
disniissed with couts.

'oéfLQ.C., and Rrer'z, Q.C., for the
plaintifis.

11à~, Q.C., and S. t;. Wigni (<ir defendants

Bovi>, C.1 [a'28.
Re CFNTRAM BANK, MORTON ANI)

IILOCK'S CI.AIMS.
litinks amil batiking----D.iï' teî6s~

lùiiit --- Esbtre- Raink Act - R. S. 0.,

Morton and Illock filed clainis with the
liquidators of the Central Bank as bonv< Jide
puirchasers for value and indorsecs of deposit
reccipts nf the Ibank, originally issued ta Cox
&Co., in the follonving form:

ÇENTRAI. BANK OF C.ANADA,
Toronto, Oct. i Sth, 1887.

$0,oao.
Received front Cox & Co. the 5umi of $6.oo

which the hank wviil repay ta the said Cox &
Co. or arder, withl interest at 4 per cent. per
annum, on receiving i 5 days notice. No iter-
est will le allowed uniesï the inie)- reimains
withti tis batil six months. Tfhis receipt ta be
giv'en up ta the batik wt'pnyrnent of either
principal or interest is required.

l'or the C'entral )3mnk of Camida,
A. A. ALLEN, C7àuhi>.

1k/it. that even if sta'h a recipt did tint
passess all the. incidents of a pramissary note
vet it was invant tu be transferred by endors-e-
mient, beig mnade payable ta the or-der o4, Cos
& Co.. and it ,vas thert'fore governed by a line
tif authriîtîib. whicli ght)wecd that it war, !s fae
negotisibief (whethler pos.sigaIl the inridùiiti
(i' commercial paper or noi) &o as ta paSs a
gond titie ta a birni fidi' pu.rcheuter for value,
Mwho took vwithout notice of an>' infrmit% of
titt.

But semblek, that these deptmit rectipts "Il-
drawn a ete negotiatle inuktrunients under whl

378 Jt1Y %.


