
REPORTS AND NOTES OP CASES.

beinlnedon the amunopty t prra, he ad of soho aeI

report to the Couneil which, after referring to the powerd

reeominended that the asseomment cominsioner be authorized
te parchase anid acrnire for th«e ity auch -lands as might be
demted advisftbIe. This was adopted by the couneil, the. owner,
who was an alderman, being preaent, and voting in favour of
it. Notice of sueh adjourned maie and of the intention of thé
city to purchase was duly advertized in the daily newspaperg
and in the On tarie) Gazette, but no written notic~e wvas served
peesonally on the ownèr, but ho knew of the land being taxed,-
,and <)f its being offered for sale, and had paid part of the taxes
for the three flrst years.

Hded, MEREOIMITII, J.A., dimsentiDg, that the description wafi
insufficient, and that.personal service of the said notice on theý
owner wvas essential.

Per Cx.RRow and MzEDIrTH, JJ.A-It was not essentiai un-
der sections 183 and 184 of the Assessment Act, R.S.0. 1897,
c. 224, that the council should consider and determine fis te, each
spt3cific lot to lie purchased, but oould delegate such power to
the assessment comnnssioner as one of its officers.

Section 8 of 3 Edw. VIL. c. 86(0.), after, in generai ternis,
validating and confirming ail sales, proceeded to specify irreg-
uflarîti. in the assessment, but net specifying an invalid assess-
ment, and as to the failure te comply with the. provisions of
sections 183 and 184; and concluded: "and notwithstanding
nny failtire or omission býy the city or any offcial of the city t6
comiply with any requirement of the said Acta, and notwith-
standfing anything te the contrary in either of the said Acts
rotitained," nanmely, the Assessm,ýnt; Act in the R.S.O., and the
Mfunicipal Act, 1903.

Held, MEREDITH, JA., dissenting, that the defects were net
currd by the said Aet; that the ejusdem. generis doctrine applied,
nd that the. Act was only applicable te the specific cases re-
ferred te and cases of a like character.

Tiie sale was therefere held bad, and the deed te the city set
aside ' and the owner held entitled te redeem. the lands on pay-
ment of tiie amnount of taxes in arrear and itîterest. Judgrnent
of !Maecah!on, J,, at the. triai afflrmed.
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