GAST v. MOORE. ' 527

had in fact a different address in New York I regard
mmaterial. His address as formally made known to the
lies, and as known and recognised by them—except in
was 136 Liberty Street, New York, and all the
lices there addressed to him were duly received by

ption referred to was made when, a year after the
8, the defendant applied to the eity of Toronto for
lands which he had purchased. It then became the

: r, under sec. 165, before executing the deed,
the registry office and in the sheriff’s office and
1€r or not there were mortgages or other incum-
g the lands, and who ivas the registered owner of

°r had the prescribed searches made. It appears
> Incumbrances. The plaintiff was registered as
lands. Sub-sec. 2 of sec. 165 requires the treasurer
red owner by registered letter mailed to the
OWner . . . if known to the treasurer, and if
not known to the treasurer, then to any ad-
'+ - Owner appearing in the . . . deed, a
that the . . | owner is at liberty within thirty
date of the notice to redeem the estate sold. . .
b Of the city treasurer’s office, Toronto, has
. of all arrears of taxes. He made in-
+ Jackson, who had been treasurer of Toronto
‘01'01.!'0, regarding the plaintiff’s address.
‘ 80 inquired when the plaintiff’s address
Assessment rolls of the eity of Toronto at the
Jackson told Fleming that he had written in

' the sale two letters to the plaintiff at 136
York, and that these lettérs were returned
Jackson did not make copies of the letters, or a
Bor did he preserve them when returned.
g ﬂlemi:ueeptodutmebytho learned
v o Pretended, however, that these letters were
intimationg m:: the owner that his lands had
w.‘ g they were sent in conformity

- :n." 0 his interview with Jackson, brief

“‘:m‘. Jackson? A. He was treasurer
""“Iotomhthmuntholmdl
-“ consulted him with reference to them
;vhbrnmonmu.m.uum



