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3; and R. S. 0., ch. 224, sub-sec. 3. Sec. 46 of the con-solidation of 1904 provides (sub-see. 6) that in case anyperson furnishes the assessment commissioner, or if noneýthe clerk, witli a notice in writing giving the address towhîch the notice of assessment may be transmitted to him,requesting the same to be so transînitted to hlm by regîs-tered letter, th e not ice of assessment sha]l be so, trans-mitted. Then the Iast cited enactment proceeds; "andany notice so given to the assesament commissioner or clerkas the case may be shall stand until revoked by writing."The provision in sec. 3 and sec. 46 of the earlier Acts is " ltshah fot be necessary to renew such notice from year toyear but the notice shall stand until revoked or'untîl theownership of the property shall be changed."

It is in evidence and uncontradieted that the plaintiffnotified the treasurer of the towu of Toronto Junction thathis address was 136 iÂbertyý St., New York. Upon the col-Iector's rolis of each of the tliree miunicipalities, which hadin succession the riglit to impose and collee 't taxes on thelands of the plaintiff that address appears unreyoked. Toimii at that address, as required, " ýif know-n," wercsent the statutory notices of his assessnient. To him atthat address were aiso transmitted froin time to tine thee.statement and dcremnd or the taxes cha>rged agninst hjin inthec olleetor's roll," necessary to be "addressed i accord-ance with the notice given by sudh non-resident, if sucbrot ice hias been given: sec. 101 of 4 Edw. VII. ch. 23. Ilere,1 venture to express the opinion that the plaintiff was notrequired by sec. 101 to file a new notice of his address. Risaddress stood unrevoked upon the asscssor's and collec tor'srolls and the stateinent and demand ealled for by the.statute were required to be sent to hîm there. They werein fact se sent. The plaintiff produced at the- trial statu-tory notices from the town of Toronto Junction.for 1906and 1907; from the city of West Toronto for 1908, andfrom the city of Toronto for 1909, 1910 and 1911, each
and ail addressed to him at the address standing unre-voked upoxi the assessment and colleetor's relis of the sev-
erad ulunicipalities as the address and the only address of
the plaintiff.

.That lie had i fact a different address in New'YorkI
regard as wholly immaterial. is address as fornly
rnade known to the niuniipality-as known and recognised


