
A BELL v. VILLAGE 0F WOODBRIDGE.

the oomxnon, and generally very suceessful, expedient of assessing
for a large sum-35,OO. The response was immediate, in the
form of a notice of appeal against the assessment, and a request
to the commiissioner for another blank forrn so that the several

items ineffectually requested return rnight be made. The form
was giyen and fihIced in by the respondent himself and sworn to by
him: it was theni produced before the Court of itevision, and,
upon it, the appeal against the assessment was allowed, and the
ainount of it reduced from $35,O00 týo $5,000.

In the face of thcse indisputable facts, how was it possible for
the respondent iii this action, brought to recover the proper tax
inxposed upon that assessinent, to escape payment on the sole
grounid that he ought not to have been assessed?

Any contention that the asscssnient appeal was liot mnade by
or under the authoritv of the respondent was futile in the face of
admitted facts.

The learned ('hief Justice added that he 'vas riot inclined to
accept as accurate the views expressed hy the learned County
Court Judge as to the effcct generally of a judgnient of a Court
of pReision upon an appeal sucli as that made to the Windsor
Court of Revision by the respondent; or to say that, upon such
edence as was adduccd at thc trial of this action, it could not
reuasonably be fourni that the respondent continued to be a resi-
dent of Windsor until the time of his marriage.

The appeal should bc allowed and judgment bo entered in the
Coumty Court for the anieunt of thesc taxes, as well as of those for

wihthe appellants had judgment, with interest as the Act
provides, and eosts throughout.

Appeal allowed.
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I,fnction-Interim Order-Appeal from-efu8al .of Appe"t
C, ort to Treat Appeal ms Motion for Judgment-Appeal from
Itrîm Order Dismissed-Action to be Tried in Ordinary Waj.

Apelby the defendants from an order of MAsTEN, J., in the
Weky Court,, enjoining the defendant§ until the trial of the
acinfroni entering upon, trespassing upon, or inter4ering with

teplaintiff's prpperty in question in the action. Sec Abeil v.,
Vilae f Woodbridge and County of York (1919), 45 O.L.R.

7.15 O.W.N. 363.


