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cles have been the subject of a complete contract of sale made
btàyond the limita of the munieipality, a-id the only act done
within it is the delivery, there should be the right to Impose
whiat is practically a tax upon the vendor of the articles.

Doiiglas, KOC., for informant. IV. H. Blake, KO,., for defen-
dant.

Meredith, C.J.C.P., J3ritton, J., Teetzel, J.J ['April 28,
MAýssEy-IImtRis v. DELAVAL SEPARATOR CO.

Defamat ion.

Judgmient of MaEJ., reported anîte, p. 11l2, and il O.L.R.
227, afflrnied.

Mac 'ssfor defendants, appellants. Ut'ayson ,S'itki, for
plaintiffs.

Miulock, CJ. Ex., Aîxglini, J., Clute, J.] [May 3.

BROHM V. TOWNSHIP OF SOM-MEaILLE.

.liu n cipai cor-p<orafio)e-S nioi fencs-B y-i aw-Conditiona nuw
dertaking by mwiicipal it y to puy for fences-Comptilsory
a>'bit ration.

The defendants' counicil passed a by .law enacting :-' That
where the road is liable to be blocked with snow in wviinter and
where in the opinion of the couneil such drifts would bc pre-
vented by the removal of any rail, board, or u.i±cr fence and re-
plaeing thre saine by wire or other fence, the counicil may order
the renioval of such fence, . . . and in the renioval of sucli
fence or fences by thç owners and the erection of sucli wire or
other fences as the tounicil shahl direct, the parties erecting suehi
wire or other fences shahl bc paid out of the general funds of
the nmunicipality a surn not exceeding 35 cents per rod of fence. "
T he plai. tiff before erecting certain wire fencing subinitted his
contract for its construction to, the couneil through the medium
of a neighhour; at a session of the council, an~d in presence of
the township elerk and several councillors, the reeve expressed
to this neiglibotur the opinion and order of the council that the
plaintiff's existing fence should be removed, and its direction


