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amende, but viiere thone s une by-lav, and they
bave acted, as for instance under thre 18 & 14
Victoria, chaptor 16, tkey shoxld, whon porter-
ming a public duty impoeod upen thiem by sot of
parliament, havo notice before thsy are oued, s
veli as individual officers, lbid 290.

The only point ef différence and dilfficulty hs
whether the 14 & 15 Victoria, chapter 54, nov
eonsolidated, by the aot of lUpper Canada, chap-
ter 126, applios enly te indiridual persona, or
whether it dees net apply aise te municipal cor-
porations.

The renions1 that are giron for contining it eniy
to individual persona, vhich nequiro spocial con-
elderatien, are :-Thre second reasen above statod
in support of thre v et thre Quson's Bench which,
cors also thre sixth and serenth reseus. The
eighth reason et the Qnoen's Bench applying as
to thre ninth reason. Thre Commen Pleas, by
their firit and second rouoens, protes to nee
thre second renson et the Queen's Bench ; and by
thein third, fourth, and fifth reasous, te answer
thre eighth reason et the Quens Beach.

Thre other gncond statod why thre statuto dose
oct apply te municipal corporations veuld net,
in my opinion, prevont thre application ef thre eta-
tîuto te such corporations if the rousons iastly re-
ferred to do net alone proeat its application;- they
are relied upon rather s strengthing tIre ether
and principal ressens, and are net 1 thmnk, astted
a sufficient rousons lu themelres for oxcluding
the applications of the statute te corporations.

'The following authoritios viii explain thre
gronds mpen vricIr I haro formed my opinion.
And, firstly, as te thre meaning and application
et our statute 14 & 15 Victoria, chapton 54,
vhich is nov nepresented by chapter 126 et thre
Censolidated 8tatutes for Upper Canada; it
sçpplies nîso clearly te public acte, local acte,
and personal acte, net oaly te publie, tocal and
per8onai acte.

In Richards r. East, 15 M. & W. 244, tIre Build-
icg Act 14 George III., ohaptor 78, vas held te
Ire an net et a local aud personal nature; local

as being confined to local limite, pensenal ns
alecting particular descriptions et persous ouly
s distingashod from aIH the Quesn's subjeets, sud
tteretore thre night of thre general issus, and
giving tIre speeial mattor lu oqdenco, prerided
fon by that net, vas heki te ho taken avay by
tIhe 5 & 6 Victoria, chapter 97, section 5.

Thero are mauy cases in vhich cempanios are
entitled te notice et action betore suit le brought.

Iu qarton r. Tise Great Western ltailwaY Co.,
El, BI, & El, 837, tIre dotendants vers held te be
entitled te notice et action uder tIrs vends in the
&ct -"that ne action shall Ie bnought againet any
person for snytbing dons or authorized te be
doue, &."-Bo/d Y. Thse London and CJroydon
Railway Co., 6 Se, 461 ; 2 Jur. 827.

The notice et action requîned te ho giron by
chapter 126, section 10, is to e ho delirered te
hlm, or loft for him at Iris usual place oftabode;"
aud this, it le coutended, means a deliiery to the
party per&onai4, vhich canet ho made in tIre
case et a corporation aggregate, sud menus aIse

a lenriflg at a personal nesidence or abode, vIrils

a corporation aggregato can have ne place et
abode. Deliveri&g te hlm can mean ne mors than

giving te the inteuded detendant, which vas tIre

«upression in HUreâ Blackcburn 4 £llia, 840, and

an 2 Jarist, 327, aud lan both ot these cases tIre

corporations were heid te be entitled te notice,
although tho word peraon ouly was used. I see
ne difficulty theretoro arieing fromi the reqire-
nient that the notice is te b.e delivered to the
Party.

Then as te the place of abode. ln A itenborougk
v. Thompton, 2 if. & N. 559, the retidence et a
Party vas hold te b. suffciently stated by giving
bis office or plce ot business, although it ussally
meaOtfl home, or where the party dwells, or vhere
hoe ena, drinks, and sieeps.

g0 abode is satisfied in smre cases by statiag
the party's place ef business. In Blaclcwell v.

Rngl1and, E. & BI. 647, Erte J., said, "1reidence
is a Word capable of bearing sererai meauings.
The objeet of the snactmoent was to enabie the
party vho suspected a fraud te trace the witnesa:.
for this purpese, his residenee is te be given;
Wbich rnoaning giren te that word wiii boit
effectuate that objeot. I hold it impossible for

BIIY oe, whose mmnd j net perverted by tee
maech techuicai knovledge, te doubt that the
purpese is botter effectuated by giving the place

Whsre the witness passes ail hie active hours, the

Place oft business; than. by giving the place et

pernoctatiom ; vhere the objeet is différent, the

iasauing et the word may b. different."

Id Adamsay. The areat Western Railway Co.,
6 H. & N. 404,in which a great mauy cases are

cOmmented on, it wns determined that a corpor-

ation cau dwell at the place its business is carrne 4

On.
1 mid therefore ne difficuity in holding the.

reference to the place ef abode as auy insupera-
bis bar te the statute in this respect beiug held
te b. applicable te corporations.

.The 8th reason, before mentioned, is thre prin-
cipal one, wby the statuts should net b. censider-

ad as having bean eztosdsd te municipal corpo-
rations, and it le thre e which the late Sir
James Macaulay said raised "the strengest
objection" hoe had toit te the construction being
giron te the statute which ho had placed upon it.

When a by-law ls iliegai, and auy net is doue
under it, which, by reasen of such iliegality,
givos a right of action, the 202nd section et the
prosont Municipal Act new requires, in addition
te vhat tho fermer nce roquired, that net oniy
muet the b.y-law be qunshed, and the party wait
for one menth nftor it has beon qunshed betors
ho shall bring his actiep, but hoe muet aise girs

One menth's notice ini writiug et his intention te
bring such action.

This vas the principal argument relied upen
anust the 14 & là Victoria, chapter 64. being

exteuded te mach cases, beciause at is said, that

if the rnuth's notije lu writing were superadded
te the timo which it would take te quash the by-

law, and to, the anonth which muet atterwards
suporveno betweeu the q.aehing ef the by-law
and the commencement et the action, the peried
ot six months allowed for bringicg the action
weuld almost if net altogother havo expired.
The present statute has certainly altered the iaw

lu this resp~ect, and notice in writing muet nov

be givon, net by virtue ef cbapter 126, but by
the special provision et thre Municipal Act itself

vhich vas prob;ably made te meet the difference
of opinion. 1 do net ses, howover, that the
rights et parties who may have a gronnd et action
are, tbereby injured, for there le ne rosser' why

the mentIr which mus~t kva eiipsed auion th~a
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