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thereon), in tlie sepa rate occupation of any person shall he
separately assessed."'

The registered plans shewing the subdivisions of the
property were not produced at the trial The only guide
before the Court ais to these subdivisions being what wau
said fu bc a copy of thic regiAtered plans or subdivisions,
but this eopy \%as iot proveni or admittcd to be correct,
ior ils it shcn tat the lots, or subdivisions neni-
tioiied in tf l nScWIiît ro]is are those shcwn on the re.ris-
tered plans.

Ji, ni ilhetasice of sone positive evidence that; the lots and
ubiiions< referred to in the assessnient roîls are aecording

to the rpifrdîlanîs, 1 arn nnable to say thaï; the assess-
liients coniply xvili h e requirînients of tle above sub-sec-
fbons of sc. (2 f thle Acf.

After th ti 1rial, opportunity wvas given counsel to produce
the originail plansý or in soîne satisfactorv way prove the cor-
rcc,(tness of tho cop)y produced af tlie trial. This, however,
wais not taken advaotagc-l of, and 1 have been left to deal
wýith that part of thu ovidencc in ifs unsatisfactory and in-

lvnassu[ming thati flic uopvy of thle planir produed, at the
trial scw corrcclyv fllec sudisinito lots and blocks,
theore is clcaýrlY in inyistne a want of compliance with
file moureints of 0c 22?, asý, frexaniple, \wlîc-re( tiwo or
ilore lots, orm ru- werk incudii ole assîet or
whcrc- flic 1llnds iîtcdc ibe asst-scdl wercr iot ligael
%with1 sicbl[. crtaiitf i, to oiiabli- ilwin to lie rcadily deflncd
ort identfilioll , or li .o fic scsiicî refers to a part of a
lot or îmrccl willolu deinf ing t part b.. its hound(aries
o r othlur iîelicî eci> oi

The clfcct of t1lis iinw iillmie or flic failure or ticglect
to prý, Iliatni r a a coilacis to render invalîd
tlc esncs oni flic rpete intended fo be assessed:
k'lake-y v. ,S>ih(10) 20 0. L. Rl. 279. Failure or
riegct fo slîw a -onîliani;ice witlî tlîc Acf in this respect
niakes it ipsib o lîohld that there are "taxes due"
,ipon thselads wh)iclî "nay be rcovered" froîn de-

\Vhat plaintiffs arc scekiiig- to colleet from defendants is
axsfor the years nîenitîhrned. rio Iegally impose a fax

there iinust have been a vahid assessament. A taxing Act
nîusi.t b.e consfrued strictly: Coi- v. Roberts (1878), L. IL


