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C.C.,under the titie of Transactions, wvere appli-
cable tothe agreementmade in respect totheflrst
dam, and that there was sufficient evidence
in the case to dispose of the action by a judg-
ment for the plaintiff. RITCHIE, C.J., and TAS-
CHEREAU, J., dissenting.

Patterson, J., being of opinion that as the
principal ground of appeal was to have the
case sent back to the Court of flrst instance
for further evidence, hie would agree with the
dissenting judges not to do more for the
plaintiff.

Appeal allowed with costs.
Laflamme, Q.C.. for appellant.
Geoffirion, Q.C., and Beaudin for respondent.

PIGEON V. RZECORDER'S COURT.

Prohibition- B>y-law respecing sale of mneat in
Priva/e s/ails- Validity Of-37 Vici. c. ,
s. 123, sub-sec. 27 and îi P.Q.-Intra vires
ojf Provincial Legislaz4re.
The Council of the City of Montreal is

authorised by sub-sections 27 and 31 Of S. 123
Of 37 Vict. C. 5 1, to regulate and license the
sale in any private stail or shop in the city,outside of the public mneat markets, of any
meat, fisb, vegetables, or provisions usualiy
sold on markets.

He/d, affirming the judgmients of the Court
below, that the subsections in question are
intra vires of the Provincial Legisiature, and
that a by-iaw passed by the City Council under
the autbority of the above-named sub-sections,
fixing the license to seli in a private staîl at
$2oo, is valid.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Geoffrion, Q.C., and M«dore for appeilant.
E/hier for respondent.

I)AVIS v. KERR.

Tu/or and minor-Loan /0 ininor-A r/s 297298, C.C. -Obliça/ion void-Personal rernedy
-for inonies used for benefi/ of minor-Hy-
Po/hecary ac/ion.

Wbere a loan is improperly obtained by atutor for bis own purposes, and the lender,tbrough his agent, bas knowledge that thejudicial authorisation to borrow bas been ob-
tamned without tbe tutor having flrst sub-mitted a sumnmarv accounit, as required byart. 298, C.C., and that such authorisation is

otherwise irregular on its face, the obligationl
given by tbe tutor is nuli and void.

The ratification by the minor, after beÇOm11if
of age, of such obligation, is not binding
made without knowledge of the causes of 11l
ity, or iliegality of the obligation givn
the tutor.

If a niortgage granted by a tutor, and
sequently ratjfied by a minor wben of age, i
declared nuil and void, an hypothecary
action brought by the lender against a sb
sequent purchaser of tbe property inortg3g'
wi not lie. bcA person lending nioney to a tutor, whic
lie proves to have been used to the advanta'e
and benefit of tbe minor, bas a pers thei
remedy against the minor, when of age, forth
amounit SO ioaned and used.

Appeal allowed witb costs.
Laflanmne, Q.C., for appellant.
-1luchirson for respondent.
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WYMAN v. IMPERIAL INSURANCE Co*

Fire inuac-nual itrs-Mrexe

-A.Sgnrnen/ of policy. 11
In 1877, T. held a policy of insurance Onl1'

property, wbicb he mortgaged to W.V l
and an endorsement on the poicy, whch a
been annuaily renewed, made the loss Payable
to W. lIn 1882 T. conveyed to W. bis equîlty
of redemption in te property, and a few
mi-onths after, at tbe request of W. an e he
m-lent was made on the policy, perniitt1î th
the Premises to remain vacant. The P olicy
wvas renewed each year until 1885, wbefl a' th
policies of the insurance conîpany were Cai
in, and replaced by new policies, tat eld Y
.'. being replaced by another in the l'aie of
T. to wich W. objected, and returned it t h
agent, who retained it. The premniUîîîs were
paid by W. up to the end of 1 886. ar'd a

The insured premises were burned, arto
special agent of the company, having p<ower Il
settle or compromnise the los-, gave vaCW' a
poiicy in the namne of T., havîng the wen,permit, ada sinretfon'T. tO VV xxotdorsed thereon, and conitaining a condit' it
in the old policy, namely, tbat ail etidorsenl' at
or transfers were to be authorised by the Offce

,nrai age'St. John, N.B., and signed by theï g n et
there. Tbe company baving refused pY


