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chattel property ; says it tukes all of his salury to support bis
family, or the most of it, and any part of his salary it does not
take to gnpport his family he expends in improvements on kis
house and lot, for which he is already asgessed. Is ho Jiable
to e assessed fur his income, or salary as an incoma?

3. €., an Innkeeper, is assessed for his bouse and lot $1000, {
hae o chattel property, makes $2000 a year at bis calling as
an fnnkeeper, but eays it takes it all to keep up the expenses
of his house. Is he lable to be nssessed for what he makes
48 ap income ?

4. D., a Carpenter, has n smail house and lot in a viliage,
for which he is assessed $200, has no chattel propecty, makes
at his trade $806 a year, but saya it takes it all to support his
family and jmvprove his property, fur which he is already ns- |
sessed. Is he linble to be assessed for an income?
5. E., a Schooi-teacher, owns 100 acres of land, is assessed
for it $2000, has chattel property to the value of 3200, huc
says hie owes delts to the amouat of his chattel property, but
is receiving $400 a year salary for teaching. Is he liable to
be nssessed for his salary as an income?

6. F., a Tanuer, has a teonery and a house and lotin a
village, is asscssed for them as real property $1500, has $1000
worth of stock on hand, bat says he owes for Lis stock, there-
fore is not nssessed for jt, but derives sa income from his
trade ns n tanner, of S300 a year, but says it fakes it el to
support his family and carry on hie business. Is he Hable to
be assessed for his income ?

7. G, a Merchant, is assessed for real property to the sum
of $1(00, has a stock of goods in his shop to the value of
$4000, but says Le owes for them sll, so he is not assessed for
bis stock, but derives ga income from his calling as o mer-

chant of 81000 a year, hut says it takes it ali to support his
family. Is he lirble to be rssessed for his income ?

My opinion of the law from the 3{th clause of the Consoli-
drted Assessment Act is, that if Basclerk in a store last year
received o salary of $400, although it may have taken itall to
improve his house and Jot and to support his family as ke al-
leges. and he has no chattel property, that be is BHable to be |

assessed for his salary as an income. 'What is your opinion 7 |
Youcs, &, {

CorscrLior, 5th Ward, Blenheim. |
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[Wo cannot see any difficalty in applying the law to the!
several cases put by cur correspundent. 1t is by sec. 34 of the ;
Assessment Act provided that “ no persen deriving an tocome ;

exceeding R200 per annum from any (rade, catling, office or pro-:
fession, shall be assessed for a less sum as the amount of his i
nett personal property than the amount of such income duringz

the year then last past; but such last year’s income shall be !
keld to be nett personal property ualess he tias other personal |
property (o a greater amount.”  Each of the persons mention-
¢d by our correspondent isderiving an amount exceeding $200 |
per annum from 2 trade, calling, office or profession. 1lis in- |
come of last year must be held to be the nett amount of his,
personal property. On that he is taxable, whether or not he
speads it in the support of his family, improvement of his |
house, or otherwise. We therefore answer each question put i
by vur correspondent in the afirmative.—Eps, L. 1] !
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MONTHLY REPERTORY.

COMMON LAW.

C.P. Harror, Appellant, v, Fisusn, Respondent, May 3.

Bl of exchange—Indorsement.
A bill of exchange, payablo to the order of the drawey, and
baaded over by him without any endorsement to the person who

discounts it, cannot be inSorsed by that person, per proc. for the
drawer, without any farther authority to Qo so.

Q. B, Hxeys v. Tixpacs. Hay 25.

Negligenee of Rouse agente—Question for jury.

Plaiatiff hod employed defendant as a house agent, to let or
procuré & tenant for her house. Defendant introduced as such
tenant o inselvent person, being aware of his condition at the
time.

2leld, that defendant was Nable to indempify plaiotiff the loss
sha had suffered through the incompetency of the tenaat to pay
the rent and other expeunses.

Ieid also, that the judge was right in directing the jury to use
their keowledge of business in deciding what was the duty of the
defendant as o house ageat.
Ex. C. - HMay 14.
Taxw and another ( Ezecutriz and Frecutor, §e.} v. Tae Rauwax

PASSEXGERS AssURANCE CoMPANY,

Life insurance— Aecidental death— Drowning— Evidence,

A. had effected an jvsurance with defendants, whereby the
defendants were 0 pay the assured w certain sum if he should
sustain sny injury cawvsed by sccident or violence within the
meaning of the policy. Proviso, that no clsim should be made by
the assured in respect of any injury, unless caused by some
outward and -isible means of which satisfactory proof could bo
furnisbed, or for injary caused by natural mesns. A., being at
Brighton, weat to bathe, and his clothes were subsequently found,
but there was no proof that he wag ever after seen alive. A body,
much decompoged, was aftersards washed ashore, at a possible
distance from Brighton, which A.'s relatives thought was his.

Ieid (reversing the judgment of the Conrt of Excbequer), first,
that there was evidence o go to a jury of the ideatity of the body,
and death by gsecidental drowaning; ard sccoudly, that assuming
the identity of the body proved, and the death to be caunsed by
the external action of water, irrespective of disease, the injucy
was one caused by accident within the meaning of the policy, and
that tho representatives of the assured were entitled 10 recover

Ex. C. CasTLE axD O7BERS 7. SWORDER. AMay 26

Vendor and vendee of goods—Constructive acceplance by vendete—
Statute of Frauds—Bailment.

A. gold to B. by parol certain goods (spirits). It was agreed
that they should remein in A.'s bonded warchounse for B. for six
monthe, rent free, after which the price should be puyadble. Ao
iuvoice of the specific goode was scat by A. to B, nad the goods
were entered in A.’s warchovse books as trgnsferred to B, After
the six months B. applied to A. to take back the goods or else
resel! them for him (B.)

J{eld, that there was evidence to go to the jury of a construc-
tive nccepaance of the goods by B. within the 17th section of the
Statate of Fraudg, 29 Car. 2, ¢. 3.

Judgment of the Exchequer reversed.

(9 N CrareeLL v. COMFORT AND ANOTRER. May 29.
Skip and shipping— Demurrage—Asugnee of Sl of lading.

A «bip was chartered under a cbarter party to bring a cargo
from I to L, certain working days bang allowed for unlosding
at L A bill of lading was signed by the master, by the terms of



