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iitioii for h*n years from tin* 1st January. 
1^X3. In ixxx tlu« limits of tlm (then) town 
of Windsor were, under tin* provisions of It. 
S. i ). lxx7 c\ 1st. s. 22. extend***! so a* to em­
brace the lnmls in question. Held. that, as­
suming that the water rate was a species of 
taxation, the effort of It. S. <). e. 1X1, 

Ô4. was to put an etui to tin* exemp­
tion. Municipality of Cornwallis v. Canadian 
I• ifi< li. w. Co., I'.' s. C. U. 702, dletln 
gitislted. City of Windtor v. Co undo South-
mi it. IV. Co.. 2» A. it. :ixx.

Supply Contract — Itrcach—Purity— 
In jury to IIydroulic Eh rotor. | The plaintiffs 
complained that an hydraulic elevator in a 
hiiihling owned hy them had Im***ii damaged by 
sand ami water supplied from tin- city works, 
and claimed damages : Held, that the city 
being bound by law to supply water from their 
system of waterworks to any inhabitant of 
i! •• i it> who applies therefor, and complies 
with the statutory conditions, no contractual 
relationship arose lietween the city and the 
plaintiffs hy reason of tin* application for 
water and the city’s compliance therewith, and 
that the city were not liable, as upon a breach 
of contract to supply pure water, for injuries 
caused to the elevator. Judgment in 21) O. It. 
I.V.i affirmed. Scot Huh Ontario and Un nitoUo 
l.oml Co. v. City of Toronto, 2*5 A. 11. oil*.

XXXI. Misckm.ankoi s Casks.
Administration of Justice Di lu tion 

ut Ci inn Cirtifiiil \ccount. | The gist of s. 
12 of |{. S. < >. 1XU7 c. 101, is t<> empower a 
warden ami county attorney to authorize any 
constable or other person to perform s|*cciul 
services not covered by the ordinary tariff, 
which are in their opinion necessary for tin* 
detection of crime or the capture of persons 
Itelievcd to have committed serious crimes, 
ami to do so upon tin* credit of the county, 
ami so to rentier the county Halde for tin* pa> 
un lit for such special sen ices, and that whe­
ther the account is certified by the warden ami 
county attorney, as required by tin* said se« - 
I joii. or not. sill» \. County of /.«mho# a ml
Iildiiifitoii, 111 II. It. S12.

Aid to Farmer* tin-law Slotuh It' 
tnniitivity.] Held, that a by-law of tin*
county of Perth, passed before 22 Viet. c. 7. 
authorizing county councils to raise money* 
to assist persons to sow their land. Ac., was 
not ratifie*! thereby. Said statute is not re­
troactive, except in the case of the by-law of 
tin- county of Bruce, thereby specially pro- 
\ idl'd for. Campbell v. Coriiurotiun of Elmo,
i:t r. P. 2D**.

Alienation of Property Xecettity for 
It a-loir. | To give legal authority for tin* 
alienation of tin* proper y of a municipal cor­
poration, it is necessary that a by-law of the 
corporation should he passed, even though tin* 
title thereto has lieen obtained originally in 
an informal manner, (hand Junction It. 11 
Co. v. County of llonlinyii, 2."* (Jr. 40.

Appropriation for Expenditure III'
onlity \ n n ni un lit Itiyht» of Elector
t unc. | It was enacted by s. 12 of 42 X 4."t 
Viet. c. Kl that any municipal el***-tor
might demand the aiitiulmeiit of tin- c**r|H»rate 
appropriation for **.\| tend it lire within three 
months from the date thereof on tin* ground of 
illegality, but that thereafter the right was 
prescribed ami the appropriation valid: Held,

at on the expiration of the three months,

upon a noil-juridical day. the elector's statu­
tory right was at an end. and could not Is* 
extended by any proiwhin* clause ( see s. 3 
of tlie t’ivil Procedure < 'ode I which pr«-sup­
posed an existing right of action ami regulated 
its exercise. Ihchcnv v. City of Montreal.
| 1X1141 A. (_’. (HO.

Appropriation of Revenue Dog Tot
Local Iwiiriii cini ntH. | A municipal niuii- 

«•il. under 12 Viet. *•. Ml, s. ill, could not ap­
propriate the revenue arising from a tax im- 
|m»s«h| on tla* owners of dogs in only a part 
of tin* township, to the improvement of the 
public siri-ei* ami to other purposes within 
the limits of such part. In /< Itichmond v. 
Toir n «h i)i of Front of Leed* and Lantdoirm ,
xr.c. it. :*t;7.

Commission of Inquiry into Finances
liar to Arbitration,| The authority of the 

executive government to ap|M*int a commission 
to inquire into tin* financial affairs of a muni­
cipal cor|Niration. di*es not prevent such cor­
poral ion from suing for money «lue to them, 
or referring the claim. In r< Toirnihip of 
Eldon and Feryuton, *5 1,. J. 207.

—- Petition for—Statu* of Petitioner».]
Section 24it of thi1 Municipal Institutions 

Act of 18*5*». as umouded by .‘II Viet. c. 30, s.
1 .“* (tl.i. authorizes the governor in council to 
issue a commission to inquire into the tinan- 
cial affairs of the corporation. in cas** thirty 
«Inly <|iialifi«'d electors of the municipality peti 
t ion therefor : and s. 211 enacts t liai tin* 
expense of the commission shall be dctertnincil 
and certified by the minister of finance, and 
shall lhell become a debt due to the commis 
sinner In tin* corporation In an acti«m by 
tin* commissioner for such extieiix*-» Held, 
ill that eiidemv was properly admitted to 
shew that the petitioners, who were d**si rils*d 
only as ralepny«*rs, wer«* e|«*ctors as well ; ami 
121 that defendants could not in this action 
«lispiiie the vali*lit> of tin* commission, by 
shewing thill one of the thirty, though mi the 
electors' roll, was not in fact a duly «iiiulificd 
elector, (/mere, whether, if there hud been in* 
petition, the plaintiff could have recovered, 
tjuicrc. also, as to how far tin* roll is conclu­
sive, beyond the right to vote, except for the 
purpose of an election. Itiitlow v. 'Town of 
Cornu all, .'5*5 I'. *'. It. 22T*.

See Town*lii)i of Eo*t A i»»ouri V. IIor»e- 
too n, 1*5 V. ('. It. 506.

Compensation for Sheep Town Cor­
poration». | Ib id, that :«2 \ ici. < 31 **).•,
which re<|iiir«*s municipalities to proviile coni- 
peiisatioti to the owtn*rs of sll«***p killed by 
«logs, for tlie damage they have thereby sus 
tallied, is not confined to county municipali­
ties and to municipalities within their juris- 
ilii'tion. but applies also to towns which have 
withdrawn from the jurisdiction of the county. 
U illiom* v. 'Town of Port Hope, 27 ('. I’. •"*IX.

Delegation of Powers. I See In re Mac- 
kcn:n and city of llranlfonl, I (I. II. 5182 ; 
Iteyina v. Wrbitrr, 1*5 O. It. 1X7.

A municipal corporation canmu delegate to 
a Isuird of health power to cancel a license 
which it may have under *52 Viet.. 2ml sess.. 
C. 2*5. s. 517 ( 2) I ( 1.1 Ite Potter and City of 
Hamilton, 31 (). It. 202.

District Connell \»»e»»ment lloll*.]
As to the power of district councils, under 4 
*Vc Ô Viet. c. 1*1, with regard to the preparation 
of assessment rolls ami statute labour lista. 
See Italy v. Italy, 5 V. C. It. ."10


