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School Tax —\ote to Trustees.]—Replevin
horses,  Plea, justifying the taking under

a wrrant for Replication, set
ting out fact the rate illegal, and
werring that after seizure of the
ds. at the request of the collector and trust

hi sum named  (not

saving that it unount due by him)
payable to bearer, which was
satisfaction of the taxes Hel
rerv, replication bad ; for, the debt
publie, even if the note had en alleged
e for a suflicient amount to pay the rate
mproper acceptance of it by the trn

tees would not prevent them from afterwards
distraining.  Npry v. MeKenzie, 18 U, C0 R,
141

School Trustees— A greement to Hold New
Election. | —Where cortain persons were ele
tod school trustees, and at a meeting of the
board held subsequently to the election, were
declared daly ed, but, proceedings having
been meanwhile commenced 1o gquestion the

idity of the election, at a subsequent meet
of the board they acquiesced in the cor
noof the board to hold a new election, and
i, and canvassed as

candidates a
until the twe
election  had elapsed  (the
o that pui
meanwhile dropped), and

he second election Held,

day lowe

vocommenced

rd v osuit to
hey wer elected

ruste 1 ke 30,
School Trustee k o trustee.]
A trustee of a publ school wd is not
precluded from becoming o relator in a quo
WArranto pro ] against another member

hoard beeause he acquiesced in the pa
count  rendered  for  services
o the member rendering

me from holding the office of trust
gina cx rel. Stewart v, Standish, 6 O, R

Successive Councils.| A< to how fmn
the municipal council of one year can be ¢
topped by the acts in pais of the council of
preceding  year soll
Chadwick, 19 U, C. R, 286: Township of
Fast Nissouri v, Horseman, 16 U, €, R, 583

o of

Treasurer— \ccounts Adopted.| In an
tion by a municiy wporation against
! isurer on alleging non-pa
ment moneys received, it appeared that in
noaceount rendered to the council by de
fendant a sum of mor
was charged |
erted that they had
ments to him, assuming
red Ihe facts did x
on but semble, that

have been bound by
objvet to this item, v v
effect if the account had been  regularly
widited,  Village Tugersoll Chadieick, 19
) g

Nee MuNterean CoRPORATIONS

B Receipts

Bank A cknowledgment of Corvectness of
Balanece,|—The acknowledgment of the plain
tiffs of the correctuess of the account in their
bhank book at the end of the month, although
a number of cheques drawn by them had been
paid by the defendants on forged indorsements
of the payees thereof, was held to be at most
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n acknowledgment of the balance on the as
mption that the cheques had been paid to the

er  partios \gricultural Navings and
Vxsociation v. Federal Bank, 6 A, R
. sub nom. Agricultural Investment
deral Bank, 45 U, C. R,

Bills of Lading — Condition of (o

Nemble, that the Bills of Lading Act 4
Viet, . 19 (0,), creates no estoppel as to the
condition in which goods are when shipped
Chapman v. Zealand, 24 C, 1, 421

Carriers— Vistake.]—Defendants gave re
ceipta to one B, for 7500 barrels of flour as in
store for them at Brantford, subject to his
order b drew on the plaintiffs at

throt the of Montreal at Brantford,
to whom he handed these receipts, and the
bank agent there forwarded the bills, with a
certificate that he held such receipts, to the
head office in Montreal, where the plaintiffs
acceptedd and paid them.  Plaintiffs having
received from defendants only 7308 barrels,

sued them as for false and fraudulent repre
sentations to B, that they had received in store
for him 7500 barrels, which representations
they alleged defendants knew by the
of trade would be relied upon by persons deal
ing with B.. and on the faith of which the
plaintiffs made advances to the full value of
that quantity, The jury were directed that as
between themslves and the plaintiffs, defend
ints were bound by their receipts, and liable
in this action, though the error arose from

mistake only Held, a misdirection:  that
their attention should have been drawn to the
nature of the defendant business, and the

object of these receipts, and they should have
I to say whether the error in this
from mistake or a design to
gligence as might lead
to the conclusion of frand. MeLean v. Buffalo
and Lake Huron R, W, (‘o 3 1. ( LN
Nee, also, S, €, 24 U, C. R. 27
erdict for the plaintiffs was upheld

ceive, or from such ne

Carriers — Statement of Weight.] — oy
vin bars and bundles of iron

ame by ship
real, consigned to the

from g to Mon

plaintiff.  His nt gave to defendants’ agent
wm order to get n from the ship, and after
wards received frdm the latter a receip

pecifying the number of bars and bundles and
the gross weight, but with a printed noti
e top of it, that * rat
in receipts or shippi

md weight en
bills will not be
AL the iron received by de
fendants for the plainti
Guelph, but there was a very considerable de
ficiency in the weight o far as appeared,
the iron had not been weighed either on heing
taken from the ship. or afterwards Held
that defendants were not estopped by their
statement of weight in the receipt, and were
not liable to the plaintiffs Horseman v
Girand Trunk W. Co., 30 U, C. R. 130,

o

| 3

was delivered at

Discharge of Mortgage.| A\ cortificate
of discharge of a mortgage, not ng under
seal.—Held, no estoppel against the recovery
of the debt if not in trath paid.  Rigelow v,
Ntaley, 14 C. 1", 276

Insurance — Iecoipt in Policy.] Held,
that defendants were not under the cireum
[ this case bound by their admission
on the policy of the receipt of the premium.
Western Asxxce, Co, v, Provincial Ins. (o

. B,

1) 100,




