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cent as
thereon
whereby §

directed by law, and apportione
unong  the several municipalities,
LOOO0 was omitted from the cap

italization, a the 1 of the
ratable property in N., and the amount dir
ected to be raised there

illegatly m up 3
good  defence, for  suc pitalization was
contrary to the statute though it les
sened the defendants’ assessment they were not

for the

precluded  from  objecting, laintiffs
conld only ereate a debt by complying with the
County of Lincoln v, Town of Niagare,
20 U, C. R, 518

By-law Incorporating Village
cation by Voter to Quash.|—"T'he persor

A\ ppli

plying to quash a by-law incorporating a por
tion of a township as a il voteo
at the cipal el r the
lage as incorporate l in que
tion: one of them ite for
the office of reeve, and anotl n elected
to the school board, but none of 1 had in
any way promoted the passing of the by-law
or had any part in the taking o census
objected t¢ Held, that the applicants woere
not « from moving to quash the b
lnw ton wnty of N ‘ 10 O,
R 27

Contest as to Site 4 ) Ia
l |—On a1 m netion by W
L rate roa 1 towe or n to re

1 £ ! for a site W post
s shew e of the r
i t y whicl two
1 win and the other
)y should be el 1, that W, |
active part of 1l !
1l ! majority
contended that W \ t 1 b )
duet fr maintaining t tha
McA. and the in ' bere of the cor
poration should ha n mad rt \)
havii enied ! \ |
te chosen wa paid for by defenda
ind no sufficient proof of that fact ha
been given Held, that he w not
and for the purposes of the motion, that al
thongh McA, and the members of the corpor
ation might not, if joined, have been con
side improper partics, still they were not
necessary  parties andd the injunction wa
granted.  Wallaee T'own of Orangeville, B
0. k.37,

Debenture—/nralid By-law.|—A deben
ture issued by a municipal council under their
corporate seal, and signed by the head of such
corporation, for payment of a debt due or
loan contracted under a by-law which does
not provide by special r for the payment
of such debt or loan s not estop such
municipal council from ting up as a de

fence to an action on the debenture the in
validity and nullity of such by-law Mellish ¥
Town of Brantford, 2 C. 1*. 35,

Vires Agreoment.)
ved the plaintiffs’ de
to them on the

held
greement was ultra
Hamilton and

)y oog

Debentures — [ Ifra
Defendants having recei
hentures for a bonus grante
faith of an 4
from objecting

that
County of Ilulhmuml v
N

vires

North-Western R, W, Co,, &

Person doing Work
a municipal
behalf of

Drainage—1ction by
under By-law.]—A ratepayer of
ity cannot maintain an action, on

ESTOPPEL.
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himself and the other ratepayers inst the
municipality for the improper « truction
of a drain authorized by by-law, when such
ratepayer has himself been a contractor fo
v portion of the work, and has received his
share « J ney vote w the work in ex
cess of the amount expe Dillon v. Town
sl f Raleigh, 14 8 T, 13 AL R. 5B
Drainage. | Owner of land affe wting
s0 as to lead muni ity to believe jurisdic
tion was not disputed ithson v wnship of

! I
North Easthope, 21 A, R, B4, 24 8, O, R, 707

Qllnllnnz By=law— \pplicant Erpressing
Opinion its Favour.| I'he applicant 1
m”\.-;\“.wvm‘,,,w y ng

its favour
1 "

Quashing By-law pplicant Vating

against it ] Held, that the applicant had not

by voting against the by-law disentitled him
ourt to quash it, or to
otion.  Re Armstrong and

nto, 17 O. R. T66

u inst ar trar by a1 T rpor
n for 1 m of to wl tl
cot ' ' r R 8 0, 1877
11 tl Y
t undd I Aot mld
tl ' for thereir
pr ded,  Count [ 5 n Y A
LR B
Relator a Clnulhluu- in Irregular
Elmliull‘ \HM\‘ cence of a e t 1
Wa ti how far it wnlif
h erwards becoming a relator. 1
r ex rol l/m/ { v. Adams, 1 C, L, Cl

Relator Voﬂm. for Person Attacked. |

w court will not set aside an election on
the re m of o part
election, and voted for th
tion he afterwards atte
Regina co rel, Rosebush v
A party cannot complain of the election of
v candidate whom he has himself voted for,
can shew that he was at the time of

which he
oleman

objections
Regina cx rel, (

Relator Waiving Ob]c(‘tinn Condi-

tiomnally.| —~A. had his dwelling house at
Bowmanville, where his wife and family re
gided, but he had a saw mill and store, and
wins post-master, in the township of Cart
wright, which oceasioned him frequently to
visit that place, and while there he used to
board with one of his men in a house owned
by himself.  After voting at Bowmanville he
went down to ind  voted there
also at the election for township counc

lor, which was being held at the same time
It appeared that the relator, one of the ean
didates for Cartwright, objected to Al's @

there, but said that it should be accey if he
would swear that he was a resident nd that
A, took such oath, and his vote was there
npon recorded Held, that the relator's con

duet conld not estop him from afterwards ob
jeeting to the vote. Regina ex rel. Taylor v
Cwsar, 1 . R. 461




