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Full Court. NAss V. OVERSEERS OF THE POOR. (May 6.

Ove,'seers of thepoor-Liabililyfor support of pauper chargeabe Io district
-" Expenses nccssari/' incurred" -Noticee- Egl of-He/d Io

i;zc/ude infantu child not specia/ly mentirmed.

wihDefendants declined ta pay expenses incurred by plaintiff in connection
wihthe support and maincenance of C. and bier infant child, paupers,

chargeable ta thz district, on the ground that the paupers in question bad
been placed witb D. b-, the overseers and chat tbey were removed byk plaintiff froni the house wbere they bad been placed ta his own bouse with-
Qut the knowledge and cotisent of the overseers.

Hdld, assuming this ti, le the case and that plaintiff had acted
improperly in connection with the removal of the paupers bie was under no
obligation to support theni any longer tban he choose to do, tbat the
paupers remained chargeable ta tbe district, and that defendants after
notice froin plaintiff must rernove the paupers and provide for them, or pay'i ail cbarges thereafter niecessarily incurred for their support.

Heid, t. Thbe cre of C. while ili and conflned ta bed, charges for
medical attendance, and expenses of burial were ai' necessary expenses for
which plaintiff was entitled ta recover.

2. ".Nedlical attendance ' was an expense necessarily incurred for
wbîch plaintiff was entitled ta recover, altbougb be had îlot actually paid
the bil, such attendance having been furnished at plaintiff's request and
on bis responsîbility.

3. The notice given hy plainitiff ta the o%çerseers ta provide for C. miust'i ie ld ta apply ta and ;incltide ber infant child, wbo ta deféndant's know-
ledge was living wih lier, althoughi the child wias not spcîficaliy rnentioned

in the notice.
N1 )O u1>,(C., dissented.

Jas. .4. .fc Lean, K. C., for appellants. If :de, K.C., for respondent.
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R -hards. J. j "'1NTEI, N. cKl,%STR%. [April 16.

imp,îuied Io iildut-- /'idr,/hisepr for ;'-alue Ud/j0liiut notic.

j 'l'lie plaiîtîîif was thc nwncer of the land iii question, suhject ta a

nlort.gage Io the defendant NicK. ta secure $140 and interest wbîcli fell due
on ist I iccemb)er, îqoo., and lived mn it until janary, io. fle then
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