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entered witli the name of the owner prefixed
anad valued en bloc.

The taxes assessed against tic whole, ta-
gether with the nanie of the person taxed,
werc enared on the collectir's roll for the
year, instead of beirag entered on the non.

resident tax roll and transmitted ta the
county trealur(.r. The ownaer became also

the occupant of the lands, before the delivery
to the collector of the collectoe's roll for 1879,
and ho paid the taxes go assessed to the col-
kt;ctor ina that year. The collector, notwith-
standing, rcttirned them ta the clerk as non-
resident taxes unpaid, and the townaship clerk
returned them ta the courity treasurer in a
Illist of non-resident taxes returned froin the
collector's rol" and they were go entered ina
the treasurer's books. Ina the treasurer's list
of land hiable to hc sold for arrears of taxes
in 1882 sent to the township clerk, the land
ina question %vas entered eharged with the
ta.'e!- of 1879. The lanad had irn the mean-
titne been regularly assessed as occupied land
for the years i88o, 1881 and t882, bot the as-
sessor neglected to give notice to the accu-
pant that it wîu lable ta bo sold for the Railujayý-N\egigenic--Returnt ticket at r-dauced

arrears Of 1879, and the townîship clerk Omit- rate-Condition lirnfing liabiliy.
ted to includfe it, as hie shoulrI have dune, ira The plaintiff, with lier father anad brother,
the rotura made by hian to the courity treas- wvert somne heurs before the departure of the

urer, pursuarat to section i , ina the list of non- train on which she ivas a passenger, to a tic-
resident lands which appe -ed by the assess- ket office. of the defendantp in 0., ira order to

ment roll of 1882 to have ecomne occupied. procure a ticket to W. and retura, The only
flic lanad was accordiragly sold ira Deceinher, Lind of retura ticket issued on the route by

1882, for the taxes of 1879-the owraer havirag the defendants was called a land-seekerls
coratiraued ira occupation and being ignorant ticket, for which thirty dollars less than the
(if tlîe sale or that the taxes were alleged ta fare each way separately was chîarged. These
1)0 in arrear: tickets were not transferable, and were sab-

ILd, (i) that the taxes having been entercd ject ta a numnher of conditions pnintcd on
ira thie collecto-'s roll with the nanie of them, among which was one limitiaîg the bag.,
the person assessed, the paymnt to the gag liability ta wearing apparel not exceeding
collector was valid, and consequeratly that ane hundrcd dollars in value; and another
there were no taxes ira arrear for whîich the condition requiéed thîe signature of the pas-
land conld lawfully be sold: isonger ta the ticket for the purpose of identi-

(ah The duties of tie assessor and township Ification and to prevent its transfer. The
Clerk under sections ioq, iia aud ii, are plaintiff's brother purchased the ticket for lier,
imperative and canditional ta Zthe validity of and at hie reguest the timne for using it was
a taix sale, and are flot directory inerely. extended beyond the tîme linîited 1w the

The spirit anad truc effeet of section 130 is ticket. The defexîdante' agent then asked
that lands whîch have been occupied and on for and obtaiaaed plalntlff's signature ta the
which there is distress sufficient ta satisfy the ticket, hy which she agrecd, ira consideration
the taxes, are not ta be sold, [BURTON J. A. of the rediueed rate, ta ail its provision$, ex-
dissenting on this point.] plaining ta lier that it was for the purpose af

Pcr PAr2TEKsoN J. A, semble, under tic cir- identification. The plaintiff did riot read the

z

.aadian Cases.

cumstances ina evidence, the sale had not been
properly conducted and therefore the land
had flot been sold in pursuance of and unde
the authority of the Act so as ta give opera-
tion ta section x55.

The judgrnent of Faitru oN J. affarmed,

[February 8, 1888.
Si'. DENIS V. BAXTER.

Insaq5'itientfindings o! jury-Now trial-Costs.

The judgment of the Chancery Division
reported 13 O.R. 41 was reversed and judg
ment dirccted to be entered for the plaintiff
on the findinga of the jury for $roo with
county court caste; unless the defendants
elected within a time ta be nanied to take a
now trial f HAGÀRr- C. J.O. dissenting].

Per HAGARTY C.J.O. There hadl been a mis-
carniage at the trial: N either party was en-
titled to judgancnt on the fandings of the jury
and there should be a new trial.

BATE V. CANADIAN PACIFie RAILWAY.
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