
put te him. He might give as a reason 
Atthe I&Bt election> thç rêturnuig efficer m6de

for:not selling at the assessed value that 253.-Q.-The oou»el of this munkipNUty no Vpplication for bootba tc, the council but
ongaged bSths froin private persons and the

a man cannot hunt up another place suit- passed a by-law wholly probibiting herses, deputies ment iuto the Gouneil bills for $4,00
s ha by -

able or convenient te his place of busi- heep, etc., from runuing st large, but t each for aaid booths. la the villae liable. for
law &1lows cattle over two years to run at lare both, one or any of tha1ý0Poths. If net, whe à

ness, and that it cost a good deal to move, fnu, 6 a, tri. to 8 P. M., dimng the period of the liable
carpets have te bc cut and altered, etc. year f rom 15th April to 15th -November.

1. in view of àeetion 103 of the Railway Act The village is liable for both. The

Sidswalk Moidenta. of Ontario, R. S. 0., lffl, cap.207, is the above council ought te have made arrangements

by-law legal, inasmuch as it allows cattle to before election.for providing booths if it

261.-P.. B. W.-I. Are town8hil) corpora_ r" at large while the G. T. Ttailwsy track

tioDs liable for damages cauaed by defectiv'l enters the inanicipality and intersects two desired te do se. If it had pr"ded

sidewalke built by both village and couneil in Btreets thercof ? suitable booths before election and had

nninctrporated villages in their townships? 2. la the by-law Icel in sa Much as it allowa notified the returning officer and his

2, cari a justice of the Peace cause te be cattle. to rUn at laree While Roule Otber ânirnals, depUtLeS in proper time, and the retuzning

arreated and wmmit a tramp if there is coin- such as thoae mentioned, are wholly prohibited? officer and his deputies had declined te
PlAint made, and charge fees to the corporation
where lie io found? r. Unless the by-law professes in ex- accept thern, there would have been

i. Yes5 if such damage is caused by press terms te permit cattle te run at some reason for refusing te pay the bills.

i- large within the limit prahibited by sec-
the negligence of the township munic

lity is not liable in tioD lo3, we do net think it is illegal, be- whM a" county Bndgm
pality. A municipa
every case vrhere damage is sustained, cause it does net expressly except as much 256.-G. K B.-What length ci proWr-

Negligence must be proved. For exam- of the highways within the municiWity as tions must a bridge be wlieu it âall ho huilt

ple, a municipality may show that it had are wilbin the limits provided by that and mairitained by the County ? WhýP 13 rý

t'ce or knowledge that the sidewalk section. We think that a by-law in gentrai a le for the building and maintaiD4,

no no i was tcims permitting certain cattle to be at . b des on the,_bowiýduy betweeu the talqrît,

was out of repair, and that the defect ahipa

large would be held te operate subject te

Se recent that it could net be presumed In the absence of a by-law of the

te have had notice in law. In thait case, section 103 ; that is, that it would apply couniy the county bas te erect and main-

it would net be liable for the darnage. to sa much of the municipality as is out- tain aft bridges over streanis forming or

P0.: 
crossing boundary lines between two local

The village, being unincorporated, is part side the limits provided hy that se(tion.

of the township. 2. It does net discriminate between municipalities other than a city or sepa-

2. No. différent individuais. There may be a rated town, and this is se without regard

good rerison, or at ali events soine rea, le any particular width se long as'a bridge

June Omva Contract Compietea ja vinter - kociaent, son, for permitting one class of anirnals is required as distinguishable from a, mere
and net permittirg another class te run at

252.-T. C. M.-The township road jsurvey- culvert. See section 617, Municipal Act,

or let a job of building a piem of road in June, large. R. S. 0, 1897- But the County Council

1897, no definite time set for comp may pass a hy-law under sub-sectiOD 3- Of
Votera Limt-Owgm and Tenant-ýhW Rtu on

work. Thepartýwhiitýookthejobdrewgravel thesame sectionthat the words'«rim
Roll. 

sy

in the winter an spread on the road, therebv streams, etc., mentioned in section 61'3
apoiling the sanie for travel. A ratepayer, 254. -J. R. -1. Our Court of revioion will or 617, Shall net apply te a river or streatn
kivaling a load along the road, broke hie harneu id on the 4th June. In eue of no

ver this lie lie
and 1 'Ured hwi RICI$;hs in pasising o 7pealo to the County Judge, ia July th, 6th less than So feet in width, and in the

pieceoiroad, Whoisliablefor damages? t asiemment rýl1 stands event of a county council pgfaing a by-

The township couricil knew noth, f the firmily reviw ? If riot, what is the ProPer law the councils of the local municipalities
m&tter until suit wa8 entered for tolag- date ? must erect and maintain ail bridges re-
There was a better road te travel. abo a mile 2. A., B. and C. are asseemed as follows quircd over such eireauu, etc, less. tbý*n
(listant, and juBt as convenient for the paxty M I

B-T jýZ ppý 8o feet in width. This pow
Rggrieved. 

ý er ts nçt

You do net furnish sufficient informa- C-T given te the county councils in respect of

Doea oection 93 Ma in auth &tream.s which cross oe sepa-
tion to enable us te say whether the town- brkigles over

ra or joint
cam as if they were joint owne e boundary lines betwten courities.

ship is liable or not. It does net appear t,,,,t, ? If net, who should be plac,04 1 on the rat

w4ether the road sýirveyor had any Votera, lAst ?
te

authority from the council, nor is it ex- 3. -In it imperative to plaen in a sapera Aum Telefflli and Tl&epbeg&,PDI&&

Plained whv the sur"or, letting a job of hm &lways been done in th"e town- anawer te quut"

biÉ f road in June, never ship) the amount levied on whole to"aWp for 168 iiii the April number qf T.,ew W-oý
ho,,,,. 5 i e the $150, for each sch 001 ? ou sayyou do net think.that Telopboço..-mad

tOok the trouble of seeing whether the

work viss finished or not. Vou say that Reading sub-section 19 Of sccliOn 71 ýelegràph Comp&ny'o are lisble to as»"Ment

y0u. Icnewnothing about the matter. Who and sub-section 2 of stction 75 Of the en their potes and attactimemte, in the Muniçi-

Assessment Act, R. S. 0., 1897, we think Wity in which, they happen to be. Will yon

Was the surveyor? Are we to assurne kindly mention oa-whatpoeioý or paniffl.oi

tbat he was a stranger actingwithout any that a ptrson çomplaining of an asstss- the Statute yon ba4e yeur opinion.

ment bas the whole of the 6tl, day of
%uthon'ty from the council? Surely Dot. If you will Jouk at the November

ch to, serve a notice of (,89

The council must have known semething July within whi, 7) number of the WORLI) you wili

'Of it» If we assume that the couricil knew appea4 se that the roll cannût be said find that we expressed the opinion t4at

nothing about the matter the municipality te stand finally revised until the 7tii of telephone pales are assessable and they

18 not liable unless it can be shown that the July in the case you put. ought te be assessed in the municipelity

grave1 was on the road and made it dan- 2. A is entitted to vote 01, the ProPcrtY where situate. The opinion which we

là a leni as Owiner, and even if B and C are re- expreued in the. April number was bued
Weous, and for sue ýgth of âme that garded as joint tenants the asîessment is upon the case of Fleming Ys. Toretno
the council ought to have known that it was
wks there, and was guilty of negligence in sufficient te give egch a vote in a town- Street Railway Company, where it

net having discovered it- Section 558 of qbip or village, and therefore ail three beld by the Court of Appeal that tbe

should be put in the. Voters' List. rails laid along the streets were net a5sus-
tll,-- Municipal Act -R. S. 0., iS97, pro- 3. Yes. Sce section 13.2 ef.the A-,sess- able but Chief justice Strong who was a
vides - "No stone, gravel or other material.

shaU .be put upon the roads for repairs ment, R. S. 0., 1897- party te that decision, said in delivering

during. the winter months se as to inter- judgment in the Consunieti' Cru Cùý-

fere with sieighing, There is no doubt Out Of roiling Btotà& pany Ys. Toronto in the Supreme Court
0"Iity at Il The chancellor attempted te di9tir>gu'ýshý

but that the person who put the gravel on 2ý55.-CLUM.-* filla,911 M=,,

the road is liable if the injury wax caused the eloction for the lAgialative AmmblY Prl- that case from the present, but I confe5s
to the ORW in JqUcý laat, fýtrnisb@d for one of the 1 do not think it is susýSptiýle of distinc-

bY it &rid was net occasioned by the neg- -Wd ýVîl1Qce, a ppwpî boqth

ligen.ýe-of the injured partyý in the town hall and p&id fer the ether booth. tien. 1 was a. party to tbat deçisio% bpt


