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HON. MR. JiUSTicE K1-LLY :-I agree with the eonclu-
sions arrived at by my learned brothiers. The failure of
the city tesrrto reucognise the Necw York address of
thie plaintif!, as- il appearedl in the books of the asscssaient
office and in ilhe boolks of the eity of West Toronto, in use
before its annexation to the eity of Toronto, was fatal to
thie coimpletion of a \alid tax saein the defendant.

Th'le AssretAud 1114-0 jiist sui-h a case as this. The
material parts of lt, Aut as well1 as the facts of this case
are siiilieýiently' set forthi in flic reasons for judginent of
nîy. brothier Latchiford, and 1 nwed flot repeat tlher.

Thle false step inade in the treasurer's department was
in igorn fi address; cf the plaintif! -136 Liberty St.,

Now Yok,-as t app iniedl the books of the inunicipality,
a ild(1lu relying, on information received fron .Jamîes T.
Jackýson that twop Jetters written bv Iiiii to plaintiff at that
address hiar been ruturnùd to the wrîter undelivcred to
the plaintifr.

Theseý( leýtters were written within a year after the timne
theu tax, sale uas heold. At the tiine of the sale the lands
were-( witini the eity of West Troronto, of which Jackson
wats thie treasurer. He says that 136 Liberty St., New
Yo)rk, wvas the only address of plaintif! that hie knew, and
t'hat lit, received no letter niotify\ling hlm of any change 01

Snhaiequent ta' the aending, of the letiers l'y Jackson,
statntory notices of asses&nený'tt and demnande of taxe'S were
sent by the c'ity to thlis qanme address, of the. plaintif! and
none of themii were euv d With thiis is to be considered
the fact thant thie books of thu (,ityv of West Toronto and o!
the ityl of Toronto containod this address ol thle plaintif!,
%dhieli the, city recognised and miade use of in sending thiese

oiesai demands, and thiat ne wrîtten notice. of chiange
of ddr ls ad b'een gieas requiredl byv 1 d Vil, e-h.

Thetrasueralla, Iin, ti imprtnc to the returu
o! heletesisent bY -.acson and ignoýring- the address
sh]nin the beoks, aissunîedýi thlat plaintiff's addiress was

unki1nown and prnoeeded te carry to conmplet ion the tax
sale on thati assuxnption.

The plaintiff hiad a right to expeet that until hoe gave
theü notiýe changing i8,address in compliance with the re-
quiremneris oif the Act, the address appearing on the books


