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Weas restricted to an action on the case for any special damages that miglit she
be able to prove.

/Jreld, that there was not sufficient evidence that any interest was in arrear
Il the m-ortgage or any rent overdue, and that the agreement entered into by

the plaintiff's husband could flot be construcd as an admission that any rent

Was due by Robertson, and therefore that the case was not broughit within the

last mnentioned statute.
Verdict of KILI.AM, J., at the trial, giving the plaintiff $529 damages,

affirme(, wi1th costs.
EarQ.C., and Wilson, for plaintiff.

Clark, for defendants.

Fuli Court.] [June 29.

WATEROUs EN;ÏNE WORKS CO. 71. WILSON.

C'ontract--letrosjbective legislation-Imiipieti cozenaent-Lient on laind-Pro-

ý'sorY notes-Satute (f limitations.

Ju(lgment of BAIN, J., (noted ante page 298) affirmed.
Irý addition the following may be noted :
D-efendants had given promnissory notes to secure the price of the engine

nI the plaintiffs' remnedy on the notes was barred by the Statute of Limitations
before the com~mencement of the action.

"Yeld, notwithstanding, that their dlaim for payment of the purchase money,
being secured by a contract under seal, was not barred.

The promnissory notes referred to being put ]ir evidence, appeared by the
indorsements to have been held by a bank at mnaturity, and defendants claimed

that the right of action was not in the plaintiffs, but they had not raised this
defence by their pleadings or at the trial.

I'Ield, that effect should not be given to it now, as plaintiffs m-ight have
ben able to showv that the notes hiad only been indorsed for collection, or hiad
been taken up since by themn.

L-Wart,' Q.C., and Suthcr-land, for plaintiffs.
Clark, for defendants.

euîî court.] [June 29.

RP: CLOUTIER.

Munl,'i6taityyjaw-Early closing of shops-Dele.gation of Powers.

This was an appeal frot-i an order of TAYLOR, C.J., dismissing
an application to quash a conviction made under by-law 858 of the cîty of

afnner . This bv-law prevented the appellant from keeping his shop open
fer7 o'clock in the evening, except on Saturdays, and on the day irnmediately

threin any civic holiday, and during the days on which the exhibition of

e V1npeg Industrial Exhibition Association is being held. It was con-
tended On behaif of the city of Winnipeg and the Retailers' Association that

thj5 ')Y-law was valid, under the Shops Regulation Act, Rý.S.M., ch. 140, sec. 3, as

anended by 57 Vict., ch. 32, sec. 2, which provides that any municipal council

"n'ay, by by-law, require that, during the whole or any part or parts of the year,


