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Frein l3oyd, CI) fFeh. 23.

TowN or WVHITBY V. GRAND TRtJNK RAILWAY COMPAxNY.

A railway company had power to receive and take grants and donations
of land and other property made te it to aid in the construction and main-
tenance of the raîlway land zny munîcipality was authorized to pay by way
cf bonus or donation any portion of the preliminary expenses of the railway,
or te grant to the railway suais of money or debentures by way of bonus or
donations ta aid in the construction or equipment cf the railway. The
railway company in consideration of a bonus by a municipality, agreed te
keep for ail tirne its head office and machine shops in the nîunicipality.

/fe/d, that the recital of an agreement in a bond signed by the railway
company ametrnted te a covenant on their part te observe its terras, but
that such an agreemnent was net justified by the statutory provisions and
was not enforceable. Judgnient cf BOYn, C., 32 O.R. 99; 36 C.l-J. 572,
reversed.

Casse/s, X.C., for appellants. A4ylesuortk, K. C., and Etarewe//, K.C.,
for respondents.

From Drainage Referee.1 fMarch 2.

TowNsHip OF WARWICK V. TowNsmi4P or BiROOic.

Drainage-Status o dtrrsFn/y !awrntoiFim s'sonts.

In proceedings underthe Drainage Act the assessinent roll is conclusive
as te the statua of the persons nientioned inii t, and evidence is net
admissible te shew that a person entered on the roll as owner is i fact a
farnîer's son and has been entered on the roil as owner by the assessor's
errer. Judgnient cf the Drainage Referee con this point reversed, AaiaouR,
C.J.O., dissenting, but affirnied per Curiam on other grounds.

4jylesworth, K.C., and jo/rn Cowtui, for appeliants. S/seplq, K.C,
;V./. Hanna and John R. Logan, for responden ta.

Frei Divisional Court.) LEÂRN v. ]3AGNALL. [March a.

Btind-Bt-ac/t -A greeinetit ta excisange ?and-btfant.

The plaintiff and an infant owner cf land entered into an agreement
for the exchange of land, the land of the plaintift being subject te a mertgage,
the interest upon vihich to a certain date he agreed te pay, nothing being
said in the agreement as te payment cf the interest after that date. The
defendant gave a bond te the plaintiff conditioned te be vcid if the infant
owner after arriving at the age cf twenty-one years should con vey his land
te the plaintiff, and should "do and performali a, ta, covenants axnd agrec-
inents te be doue and performed by him, as in the said agreemient
tnentioned, The infant went inte possession of the plaintiff's land but


