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that if a certain sura haz been providOdi iader that section for the purptose of
building a schoolhouse. they canflat bp '.llowed ta enter into any contract or
undertake any werk involving the exp, diture of any greater àum. and there-
fore the plaintiîT, a freeholder, a ratep -Ai. and eloctor of the..town af Fort
William, and a support er of th e publ ic schooe-li -t hercin, - a uig on behaîf cf himn-
sel( and ail other ratepayers, was entitled ta an injuriction to restrain the Public
ScIlonl Board of that town, certain. individuais, members of the board, and the
contractors for the building of a schoolhouse, framn praceeding with the erectian

thereof in a case where the contract price exceeded the atnount provided under
s. i 16, and te an order compelling the repayrnent to the school corporation
of cer-tain suais paid by individual members of the Schael Board ta the con-
tractors for a certain portion of the work already performed.

li. Il Osier-, Q.C., and E. H. KL'efer for the plaintifi'.
-lv/e.zoOr/h, Q.C., and Go)rmm for the defendantF

C.]i~ '-i[ec. 29, 1893.
l)VÎE V.TîR1ENTON,

Ilelc, that the intention of the Ilspecial provisions" in reference to assess-
nient in cities, towns, and incorporated villages contained in s. 52 of the
Consolidated Assessaient Act, 1892, is not that the rate of such assessment
madle under that provision may be lev;ed for the current year. The funriion
of the assessmnent under that section is defined only with reference ta future
years, and what is said is that this assessment se taken ac the end cf the year
miay be adopted by the council of the following yeir as the assessment on
whiich the rate uf taxation for said following year may be levied.

olI)irX,' for the plaintiff.
Jbir; h, Q.C., and O&rr' for the defendants.

MA MN \I-ON, .1. ISept. 4, 1893.

OI«GAN V. CORP'ORATION or TORON-lO.

illn~zaIc'o~ortén.î-- L~on sidi'waik- Liability of owner, but 0101of otenant,
qI m6iacent bui/liing.

ln an action against the city of Tarante for a accident caused by plaintiff
slipping on a patch of ice ou the sidewalk, caused by water- brought froni the
roof of an adjacent building-being allowed te flow over the sidewalk and
freeze, the owner cf the building and the tenant in possession thereaf were, at
the instance of the city, made party defendants.


