
and 8, hecause it was uneertain whether these two lots, whk
are on the cast side of Macfellan avenue ini Irvine's surv
Or lots 7 and 8 on the east side of Maclellan avenue in~ 1
Jubilee survey, are the lots assessed and mentioned il
warrant and advertisement and jn the certificates ofsae

In the assessment roll for 1892, however, being one of
years for which the taxes are charged on these lots, and
the arrears in whîch they were sold, lots 7 and 8 in
juhilee survey are assessed as part of an undivided block

*land described hy metes and bonnds in the roll, while lot
and 8 ... in the Irvine survey are deseribedl as lv
on the far side of an intervening cross street called( K

street from the lots in the Jubilee survey. There is, th(
f ore .. . a sufficient distinction upon the face of
assessment roll, shewing plainly which assessment %va,
tended to apply to the several parcels. These taxes undoi
edly remained unpaid for more than three years before
year in which the treasnrer's list was made out under wl
they were sold, and there is, therefore, a sufficient foundfal
for the further proceedings.

On the l7th January, 1898, a special Act was pas
eh. 56 of 61 Viet. (O.), reciting that many irregularities
occurred in the proceedings necessary for the levying of.tÉ
in the town of Trenton, and the sales of lands for thie sa
Section 1 of the Act declares the assessments for thie ,
1892, inter alia, valid. Section 3 provides that " ai È
of land for taxes under the said assessments, wheii any por
of the taxes in respect of whieh the sales were bail wer4
arrear for the time rcquired by the Assessmvent Act,
when the lands so sold have not been redeemned, a s Ini the
Act provided, are hereby eonfirmed and declared valid
binding to all intents and purposes upon ail persons
cerned and as to the lands so soldl."

The section, however, gives a year from. thie pasaini
the Act to the owners of ail lands su sold for redeexmng t
by paym ent to the treasurer of the arrears of ta-xes.
plaintiff was aware in Juiy, 1899, that the defeudant
pu.rchased the lands and had gone into possession of ti
and was makîng large improvements. The present aç
was not brought until May, 1901.

tTnder the circumastaxices, I think the proper concdt
is that the defeets in the advertîseinent of sale, as 'wè
any which preeeded it, have been curedj by the special
-which 1 have quoted. It is plain thatthe 'taxes for 189
ail events, were ini arrear at the time of the, sale in 1896;
the offlY lots iinnhers 7 and 8 on the east aide of Mael


