
offiias and their salaries as well as province to tax for muniipal purpoe

alother rsdnts. such a salary in~ comm>on th ll
Mie hsk.Î<u~gtn.other incomes hy way of salaries.
Mr. ustce Iingon.It is a fundamental principlé that

The question is ralsed in this appeal must bc ob5erved in the ex'ercise of

oftepower of a municipal corpora- any municipal power cither of taxa-

tion to tax the appellaut (in common flou or otberwise, that it must be ex-

othr rtepyer taalle for in- ercised uniformly and without dis-

gwue), in respect of that part of bla crimirnation of persons or corporations

incorne >derived (romn alary for ser- or classes. Such had been the exposi-

vcs iln tle civil service of the Do- tion of miunicipal Iaw in this country

~mulÔn Governm)ent. before confedieration.

kt was decided over thirty years ago It tIerefore semis hard to conceiv

in the case of I.eprolhon v. Thé City of lt beiug inteuded that there sol

ofOttawa (i) flrst by the learned trial bce implied (for lu is niot exprse)

-e ndo. appelb Court of insciou 92 Of tlue British North

u4~ ud Otaro, that the munici- Arneruca Act,luaigigtoci
ultis d no such power. The late province the exclusive power of ma1ç-

Cifjustice Spragge, in 'that case at îxng Iaws in relation "to municipal in-

page526,put his oldig onthestitutl0fls ln thue province" that hr

groeu nuus ofe the ds~ *ich was to have

thepowe ofthe ominonuncler this partial discriminlation< rescrvedi

theBriishNorh Aeria At tofx isfavour. That up to 1867, inoe

pal ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h taigpwe ei from th ial rr hso otheix sp*e
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