
RE KERLEY

ixat year, but the by-law was silent as to the commission on
s'oceeds of any tax sale held iii theàt yfer. The councl did not
,the resolution to the plaintiff's attention nor lu auy wvay

iate to hlma that hls acceptance of the office at a saiary of 180
nth involved the forgoing of hîs statutory right to commission
iy tax sales during 1917; and the psaeof a mere resolution
nLe council of 1916 could not be construed as an arrangement
een the plaintiff and the corporation. An "arrangement"
receive the concurrence of both parties. If the plaintiff waa
bound, by the resolution, it was the duty of the council 'to

ýis attention to it and to give hlm te understsnd that hip
,Dtauce of the treasurership for 1917 was rouditional on his
)ing the commission lu that year.
'bere was no evideuce of any arrangement, and the District
rt Judge had found that there was noue.
'le appeal should be dismnissed with costs.

LIDDEu. and SunoemR&ND, JJ., cncurred.

4ASTrI,, J., als eoncurred, for meaisons briefly stated mn

Appeal dismissed.
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ýpplication by the executor of William Kerley for an <rder
~rining four questions arising in the administration of tii.
4or's estate according to the provisions of the will.

'bc motiou was heard lu the Weekly Court, London.
C . Sanders, for the executor.
S.Robertson, for Rose Trimby.

P. Betts, K.C., for the Official Guardiani, repreaenting the.
i$ <cildren of William Hounseil.


