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Collection of Deg Taxes.
411.-K. D. N.-1. Cen our collecter dis3train

for lez ass.ssed to a tenant when lie vacatus
promises, anotiier occupant ling lte resident?

2, Ca eu t ell owner's property or sue for
dog-tex whon tenant bas uioved away ? (Think
ltere ha@ been legislation on luiâ or jadgment
givon within severel y.ars.)

3. <Jeu a courncil force paymeut for dogs
wben they are aRsessed ?

4. Our ssessors make te usuel apriug CeIl
upan Uic ratepayersý, dogai are searce and
hacthes, woll, to illustrate, one year we lied 70)
dogs and oue bitch.

Any other information you uîay bave wlll lie
thsuakfuly received. Tagai do not allogether
ansiwor, as il is t>o dilficuit t destroy any dog
not tagged.

i. No. Hie should, if possible, take the
proceedings p ovie ed in section 6 of
chai t-r 271r, R. S. 0., 189 7.

2. He tannot teil lte property of the
owner of the land, to satisfy the dog-tax,
but the murcipality could cdhlect the
amotint fromin hu uwnvýr of the dog, b>' an
action at law (if heý i, worth it), alter
ail obier nicans of colitcting it have
failed, sec section 142 of the Asstssmient
Act.

3. Qnly as w h:ave mi-ntioned above,
a:nd in the urdnary may by distrets of the
goods of the o wnt:r, if hie has an>' that are
distraiinabe and liable to distress, under
the staiu..

4. To get over this difficuit>' your
assessor shoalid require tahl person wbomi
he suspects to b_- the owner or harbo-(er
of a dog, etc , to deliver to him a sti e
ment, in wi iting, of the numb. r of dogi
owned or kept by him. In case of tu
neglect tir refusaI of such owner 10 do so,
and for bis giving a false sýatement, sec. 4
provides for the imposition of a penalty
of $5, to be rtcovered, with costs, before
any justice of the Peace, having jurisdic-
lion in the municipality.

Street Raflway Law.
412.-Su ýuBnt. - Please let me know al

particulars as to eouucil's powers ini selling or
leasing to sany person or persens, or a Comipany,
the right, or franchise to rui street cars on any
of tbe public streets lu lthe town, also wliaî le
tb. formi and procedure, etc., required by lioth
parties, noticesi, etc. ?

We reft r yoa to section 569 and follow-
in-, section cf the Municipal Act and
chap. 2o8 and 209, R. S. 0., 1897, If after
examining these you find an>' difficulty,
we shall be glad to give you such furthtr
information as we can upon any point
you do not understand. if you will coni-
Îiunicate with us.

Tag By-Law - Security for Comte on Application to
QusI-Sbsoz1ptions to Defray Rirpenses.

41.-R. 0. S. - 1. Wbet amouat le an

applicent and his sureties bsld hiable for uder
sec. 378, sali-sec. 4, of chtap. 2'23, R1. S. 0,,1897 ? 1la il ont>' for W5, or is it more, and bow
mach ?

2. Woald lthe applicant bave to farnish
further securit>' for coals if lie appesis ta a
biglier court against the decision o f a single
judge, snd wbat ainount, if any ? Pleest, quote
statate.

3. 18 it lawfal for an>' persan or persous to
go about soliaitlng malscrlptions of nioney, lu
ordor le enter an action ta quash a township
by-law ?

Tlie partîcalars are : The township couricil
passed a tag by-law, sud emiployed inspecter.
te enforce it. Subscriptions wvere ccilected,
and a porion h&tving ne pr, perty was nsed te
enter an action te çjaasb lhe by-law., Trial
came on end the hy-law was susl!tained. (The
costs, after hetng taxed, enxounted to $61.8:2.)
After e few days, notice of appeal te a biglier
court was fitod, and efildevits on lioth sides p
iu witb expectation of lisvirg another decision
dariug Novomber or December. But the di ffi-
cuit>' just new is, bow cen lthe township lie
protected asala costs sboald ltey agelu wln the
case ?

i. Aýsuming that the bond furnished
b>' the applicant does flot go beyond the
requiremnents Of sub-section 4 of section
378. Neither surety can be called upon
to pay m( re than $5c. Thiere would be
no object in limiting this penalty at ail
if it was intended that the sureties shouhd
be liable for the whole of costs which might
be incurred, no malter how rnuch the>'
amounted Io. Though me have not the
bond before us, we hive no douhî but
it is confined 10 wbat the law r, quires and
if' that ils so, the township cannot recover
more than $50 froni cach suret>'.

2. No.
,3. Yes.

Compensation fer 911e6p Killeid or Injuretl-Owner to
Eill Dog.

414.-P. B. R-i. lu the lavent of a parlygelting tome slieep killed and otiters lijured by
dog8 unknown ta hlm, cen Lte part>' colleol
auything f roui te municipal coanicil for lte
sheep tat are lDured ?

2. Iu came wliere a dog la caught lu tbe act of
Irilliug sliesp, or il cen lie proyen, eau the
owner of sueh a dog b. compeUled le kill il ?

i. Section i S of chap. 271, R. S. O.,
1897, provides that "the owner of any.
sheep or lanib killed or injured b>' any
dog, the keeper of which is net known,
may within three montbe after the killing
or injury app>' t the council of the muni-
cipalit>' in whichi such sheep or lamb was
killed or îinjured, for compensation for the
injury." T'h- municipality under Ibis

mýeçtion is liable unless it bas passed a by-
law under sectio)n 2, that the dog-tax shal
not be levied or unless it bas passed a by.
law under section t, dispensing with the
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application of the tax for the purpose of
salisfying clim.i for sheep killed.

2. YeS. See secs. 13 and 16 of the
aboVe Act.

Tai~ Exemptions to Manufactories.

415.-H. L. B.-Please lnform me bow, incame yen wishi to grant or promisie a company a
fifteen-year tax exemption, it cen lie donc ? or
enu uch an offer or promise lie given to a corn-

pan byby-awin any wey. Chap. 223, s3. 411,
R.SO., statte that a teni-year exemption can

bc renewed, but enu a companY, iu an y way, ho
given assurance that by-lew, if made for ten
years, will lie renewed for enother five at the
end of the hime?

Section 41 1 of chapter 223, R. S. 0.,
1897, as amended by sctionl 25 Of the
Municipal Arnendment Act, 1899, 15
repealed by section ii of the Municipal
Amendmtnt Act, 1900. Sections 8, 9
and io of the Act last nazned, now
regulate and govern the subject of
bonuses ico be ganted by municipal
corp rations, Clause (g) of section io,
provides that the word "bonus," when
used in the Act shall include "a total or
pal tial exemption from municipal taxation,
etc." The (ounul bas no authority to
nter into a promise or undertaking to

ienew the exemption at the end of the
ten years for which it was granted.
C,ýuld they legally do so the Act and its
intentions would be effectually evaded

Local Option By-Law.
41.6.-J. R.-Our cauinoil are asked t0 ali.

mit a by-law to bc voted on te repsal a liy-law
t) prohihit lthe sale of întoxicating liquars,
whieh mat passed on the 11lth Janaiary, 1897.
What 1 would wiah te know i8:

1. Ha% Lte lime expired sa ltat a by-Iaw mey
Leo submiitted ?

2. It i8 int(endedl that the vote wiII lie laIon
pli the sarne day as the municipal eleotions,
whiclt is also the day for taking lthe voie on te
cowity oouneillorm. Can Lte tbree votes lie
legally taken on lthe saine day ? Do you IhinIt
lthat il inight prejudice ail three eleclions ?
What remedy would 3 ou propose.?

i. Sul) section 2 of section 141 of
chapter 245, R. S. O., 1897, provides
that, "No by-law passed under the
provisions of ibis section, shall be repealed
by the counicil passing the same, until
after the expiration of tAeyarf nhe
dal- of its c-oming.4 in1o forae, etc., assuming
that your by-law rumber 238, (prohibiting
the sale, by retail, of spirituous, fermented
or other inanufactured liquois, etc., in
your township) was finally passed by the
councîl on the elcventh day of January,
1897, (although in the by-law you sent uis
the date je given as the eleventh day of
January, 1899) and that it came mbi force
on the llrst dey of May, 1897, the tbree
years mentioned in sub sec. 2 expi«rcd on
the ist May last (1900). Your council is,
therefore, in a position to submit a by-law
for its repeal.

2. There is no legal objection to the
taking of the vote on Ibis by-law on the
saine day as the municipal electioiis wil
be held. We do not sce how any of the
elections could be prejudiced by the
taking of the vote on the by-law.


