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APPELLATE DI VISiON.

SvonDivisiONAL COURT.OTOE12H19.

*HO("XLE v. TOWNSH11P OF EINE'[STTMWN.

Mýuliidpa)(l Corporations-Ciaimý a.eainst Crrainfor Ixu f
$ýheep)--Ioq Tax and SheciPrtcto Act, Re.,&O. 1914 c(.1

2,scs-. 17, 18 -Tender by Cou cd of Arnount Awardi ed b
Valiier Riighit of Action for Lirgcr Sm inngfTrI
Jiéige Appeal-Cosis.

An appeat by the plaintiff from theo judgmiit of te cmmuty
Court of the County of Lennox, and A-'ddingtun diSmioSshi]g :Il
action broughit in that Court to recover froni thie CorporationI of
the To-wnship of Ernesttown the sun'i of $'20*2..50, alleged to, be
the amouint of damge caused te the plaintiff bY waison of ïolle
of hiii sheep, in au enclosed field upon bis farini, hiaving beenl
killed and othiers injured and worried byN a dog, the ownler of
which was uinkiowni.

The plaintiff applied ta thie council of thiLefnatad
they sppoliited a valuer, whio estiýnatedl thev p)linifl's daixage
ut 8117-50. Thlat, amounit was tenidered by thle deedusto
the plaintiff, before action; but lie refuised il, and brouight this
action for the targer sumn. The deednsbrmught $1 17.5ý0 initu
Court, bujt admiitted no liability.

The Juilge in the Court below held that there was nothing
ini the Dog Tax and Sheep Protection Act, 1.S.0. 1914 chI. 24(i
or eiaewhere, ta croate a liabilt for the amlounit of dlam.ages

fisundby thle omner of sheep) kilied or worr-ied by a (logwoe
ownier8 isukulownl. Ho wls also of opin ion t hat, if the defenldantiIý
wero lable, the valuer's eetùnate was a fair one, ami thie plaintifi
vats not entitled ta recover more than the amount paid into
Court.

*This case and ail others so xuarked ta be rep)orted m tdie Oniario
Lsw Reports.
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