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Ini re John Inglis Co. Limited and City of Toront
8 O.L.R. 570, was cited in support of this contention.
language of the Consolidated Municipal Act, applicabli
case (3 Edw. VIL ch. 19, sec. 628), Ieft no room for doul
apprehiension. Lt provided, "Without the consent of thE
ment of -. . Canada no municipal council shall pý
law . . .... pointing cIearly to a consent obtained in

The opinion of the Board on this point was cited with
by the Iearned Chief Justice.

Motion dimi.ssed tit
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PEPPIATT v. REEDER.

Fraw.l an~d Misrepresentaion-S oie oqf Goods--Pamageý
tainment-Difference between Contract-priee and Acti
of Goods, 7vit hout Regard to tohether tohole Price
Paici-Chattel Mortlgage--Account-Metdhod of Takiný
tracied and Vexatious Litigation"'

Appeal by the defendant and cross-appeal by the plaiù
the report of the. Master ni Ordinary of the Ist October

For the bistory of the case, sc 7 O.W.N. 753; 8 0.'
257, 332, 447, 517, 526; 9 O.W.N. 121, 263, 476; 10 W.
263; il O.W.N. 100, 356.

The. appeal and croes-appeýal were heard in the Weék
Toronto.

J. J. Gray, for the. defendant.
Edward Meek, K.C., for the plaintiff.

KELLY, J., i a written judgmont, said that the de:
chief objection was based an what hie contended ta b. an
finding in regard ta the effeot of bis having taken possii

soldthe ortg ggods after defauflt had taken place in
of maneys due upon the. mortgage. The. plaintiff's main
of complaint were against that part of the. report whici,
the defendant a set-off of $127.66 in respect of the chati
gage and againat the. method adopted in taking the accoi
tiie mortgage.


