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:es. When the roll was placed in the collector's lianda, the
lector threatened to distrain. The younger Phillips then
,,suaded the col1ector to -make a false returu shewing that the
:es had 'been paid-promising ultimately te pay the amount
the collecter. This payxnent bua neyer been made; and the
mship corporation now contend that the false returu.
de -by the colleetor, certifying to a payment which bas neyer
fact 'been made, does flot operate to diseharge the land.

illips senior contends that this land is exonerated, and that
Stownship corporation mnust look te the collector and bis

,eties or te the son.
T'his action is now brouglit upon the cheque for $3,900. The
:endants are ready te carry out the sale and pay the whole
ce if they are allowed either te, deduct the anieunt in ques-
a or if they reeive security.
I do net think that Phillips eau eaU upon thein to aecept
risk of the township corporation being sustained in their

itentions. It may be that the certificate which bas been
ied will serve te pr<itect Phillips from any claim; but this
iis. conceru, and he is quite wroug in seeking te ahif t to the
rchaser the onus of resisting .the township corporation.
The proper solution of the inatter is te allow the whole price
b. paid to, ?hillips upon his giving the defendants au in-
nnity; or a sufficient.sum ad equately te proteot theni ehould
deduoted froni the purcjiaae-inoney and be retained in Court
iding the final adjustment of the dispute.
As, in niy view, Phil-lips has Ïbeen 1wrong throughout, the de.
[danta should -be allewed to deduct their coats freni the pur-
ise-prîee.
I do net underotand that there- îs any question, of intereat

on the purebse-meziey, If there is, I xuay be spoken to
th reference te it.


