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4tely, and every pareel of land (whether a whole subdivision or a
portion thereof or the whole or a portion of any building
thereon) iii the separate oecupationi of any person shall he
separa-tely assessed.

The assessient rolis are flot before me, but f roin the c-l
Iector's rolis and the other evidence it is shewn that for 1905 tlic
easterly one foot and six juches of the nine feet above referred to,
and the adjoiniug twenty--six feet six inches of lot 29 wvere, by'
thec saine entry in the roll, issessed to Terry, the asscssed valueé
being at the rate of $10 for the une foot and six inehes, and by a
sepIar-ate duntry in the saine roll the saine nine feet appears as
asmî e to Armstrong; but the Court of Revision later altered
this bh'v assessîng this one foot and six inches to Terryv an ihe
other seven feet six inehes to LPatterson. Prior to 1905, it is not
shcwui that thiere was occupation of the one foot six luches
separate fromn the rest of the lot; but that cainiot bc said ini re-
spect of 19057, wheii the munieipal officers trcated ît ais separate,
when the one foot and six inches wag assesscd with the, adjoining
part of' lot 29. But the taxes for 1905 (amounting to 20 cents)
un thie one foot six iinehrs, on its assesarnent, in conjunetion with
the part of lot 29, arc shewn to have been paid prior to th(, sale;
and, therefore, nu arrvears for that yea ou that part xitdat
the timeç of sale. Eveni had thcy not been 80 paid, the assesslent
of thait land with the remaiuing sevent fect six inchea. of the fine
feet offerecd for sale was invalid, it being iii separateocuain
the assessmient thus eontravening the provisions of sec. 22, sub-
sec. (1) (d>). :Su that in cither view of the mnatter thiere were
not nt theý timie of salie auy' taxes'iu arrear on this one foot and
six inehes for 1905), aud the, saile, inisu far as it is for airruairs for

thait veai-, cannot be upheldI.
The.se conitions dIo itot, howvever, ap)ply to the Year 1904.

For that yemr, ais weil as for somne carliexyrs the hleninle
feet %wS assesed on oue pareel, and taxes based upon thaitase-
ment, a1n1d including al smnall sumn for- arrears for the two years
immnediatelyv precding, wvere in aIrrear. for. more than) three'yeaLrs
at the timie of the sale. Ilaviuig regardl to the ( viin of se.
172, 1 find no) reasNon for holding the sale invalid. Truc, the
amount of the arrears was smnall; but that section does noct coil-
cern itself wvith the quautumi of the arrears, and the plainme-
ilig of the language employed to express the intention of the
Liegislature is not to be niarrlOwved,

The resuilt is that it mnuet be decelared that there were no taxes
in arrear for the year 19057 in respect of the lands uow in ques-


