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o MId be regarded as taxes, and that with regard to everything
 falling due after the 1st December, 1919, they should be borne by

the pure

8. There was nothing in the evidence )ustxfymg a charge of
for culverts put in by the company in connection with the
~opening of the street.
0. There was no evidence to justify the allowance of $245.30
_in respect of a bill of costs.
10. Neither the receiver Davidson nor the defendant company
entitled to any allowance whatever for commission or expenses
qolloohon Davidson undertook to collect the moneys payable
rs without remuneration, and the company under-

“took to be responsible for his acts. With respect to sales made

~ under new agreements, of which the plaintiff is taking the ad-

‘vantage, he should pay the commission.
131 The company was ready to convey the Rothwell lots, and
whether it was bound to convey without the consent
Rothwell was dealt with in para. 7 of the report. This was
 outside of the scope of the reference.
;,g% 12. By para. 6 of the report, it was found that the Bratley lots
part of the subject-matter of the contract. In this the
ned Judge agreed with the Referee. The sale to Bratley was

the date of the agreement, and must have been predicated
na forfemm» of pre-existing agreements.

The receiver had no right to any commission.
14. The Referee’s award of $500 damages against the defendant
vidson for inducing one Bettel to leave the service of the plaintiff
not be interfered with.
» errors in the account should be corrected by refemng to
ment made by one Clarkson, an expert acountant.
the parties can readjust accounts in the light of the views
ed the result may be embodied in an order. If not, the
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