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Ir; R&t BOBERTSON AND CITY OF' CHATHM.

When a sewer i8 being constructed by a niunicipal corporation utnder
the local improvenient system, and land not fronting on the street in ques-
tion is helletlted as %Vel as land fronting tliereon, the proîler nicthod of4i
assessrnent hi to determine what proportion of the cost the land frontinlg on1
the street &hall bear, and what proportion the land tiot so frotiting shall
4ear, and to assess the piroportion payable by elich class iccording to the
total frontage of that class, and not according tuo the benefit received by the
lots in that class inter se.

Judgment of a Divisional Court (,o O.R. 158, anite p. 74) afflrmed,
Burton, C.J.O., and Lister, J.A., dissentiog.

But heldalso, reversing that judgnient. OsIer and Moss, jj A., dissent-
ing, that after the Coutity Court *ludge hid, on appeal by an owner, takcn
a enntrary view and altered the assessînent, it was ton late to olitain lan
order for prohil>iti ..i.

J.. .mz/for appellant. I)t(,/ , .C and A/'otQ .
for respondents.

Ieromî Street, J.] NICOi. SCriooî T1îRUSTLES MÀii [ Nov. il.

&-/w»s- Pu~blie s,,hols- týtitj sehmçdo/ .eioi Lv iske ne de ftit-i -.. .4/kra.
aion of. bound.zris -- lîuniàci/y ceicerkied'ý R. S. OU, .2,
S s, 42, 4.

There was no proof of the formation of' the union school section in
question, but it was shown that for niany yeirs a lot in une township liadîï
Iffien marked in the assessiiient roll as ini a school section of the adjacent
township, t0 which the tax.es received iii respect of that lot %werc paid that
in various report% and returtis made Ihy the school the owiier of the lot was
treated as a ratepayer in respect of the %chool section of the adjacent town-
ship that his children went to the school establislied there; and that in
the township school înap, prepared by the toý vnshilp clerk under the provi-
sions of stib-s, 4 of s. i i of the P'ublic Svhool ,Vn, R, S.O., c à,2 the lott
was xnarked as iii tht- school section of the .ýdjaceiit township

Mi/d, thât the evideacie was suffiçient to 5lhow thit the union~ school
section existed in fact, and that 9. 42 of the Act applied to il, su that il niust
be deemed to have b)een legally formed.

l-istory and object of that legislation discu3hed.
11roper corporate description of the trustees of a union school section

pointed out.
A înunicipâlity in which there hi any territoey forming part of the union

scIhool section ini q1iesiion hi coricerned within the ineaning of s. 43 of the

-


