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the Legistature which can he given effect to ? I cannot, I confess, gather the
intention. If 1 arn unable to ascertain with reasonable clearness the intention
from the lang uage used, 1 amrnfot allowed to supply a iieaflifg or guess it. As
said by Grove, J., in /R'kkarels v, MWcfride, 8 Q. B.D. 122 : IlWe cannot assume
a inistake in an Act of Parliarnent. If we dîd so we should render rnany Acts
tancertain by putting différent constructions upon thern according to our
individual conjectures. The drafitsnman of the Act miay have made a mistake.
If so, the remedy is for the Legislature to arnend it."

I amn unable to say froni the language used in this proviso what limitations
the Legislature intended to put on a nonthy tenant's righit to exemption for
certain of bis goods wvhen soughit to hie taken by a distress for rent. Rather
than guess at its meaning it is better to say thiat the words have no ineaning
at ail. 1 mnust, therefore, hold tliat this tenant's goods were exempt fromn seiz-
ure at the tinie ff this clistress, and that the plaintiff is entitled to bis order
for an injunction,

A. F. Iobb, for plaintiff. R. IB. Deamon, for defendants.

P~rovince of 1ýova %Cotin.

SUPREME COURT.

Townshend, J.] ToWN 0F AmERst i/. il.l.[;,!ORIF- [Nov. 5, 1897.
il! tahicil5al laiv-Reitunei-a/ion oi/ couneilors- I'erooe, (?/ iemiy ehrnt7iv as

soiapy.
Tscase wvas tried before Townshend, J., at Amherst. Oct , 1897. 'l'lie

defendant was a member of the town counicil ofAmnherst in i89!. l'le counicil
passed a resolution for the payrrnent of a salary of $ioo to each of the council-
lors and defenclatt receivpcl said surn. Ss. 68, 8i and 269 of the Towns'
Incorporation Act, 1888 gives the couincil powver to provide for the salaries
and einoluments to be paid to Il the officers " of the town. The town brought
an actioli against the defendant to recover the inoney paid as salary to defendt-
anit as counicillor, and the defendant pleadect the resolution of the counicil
under which th-. paynent was macle,

.Fe/d, that a counicillor was flot.tan " officer " of flie town within the rnenning
of the Act ; and that the town was entitled to rerover the nmoney.

ToW'NSHEND, J., i0 giving judginent said, l'one cannot shutt thleir eyes to the
strong reasons for debarring a body corporate for municipal purposes voting
mooey to thernselves or in any way being interested in municipal contracts,
Practical experience has proved it to be a source of corruption and wveakness.
Public policy is against it. If the council could vote theniselves $îoo tbev
rnij,ht with equal right vote $1.000 or even mnore and the citizens would bewithout remedy. The authorities are nurnerous and consistent on th's subjectand it will therefore be unnecessary for me to go througb theni With any


