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The acts of eilber of several parties concerned
as partuers in such a fraud, are evidence in euch
action.

The moraiity of the law holds the party ta 1he
position be ass8umed ta occupy.-Simon8 et al y-
V74lcan Oil Co.-S. C. Penn.

INFANT.-ThO defendant, being of age, signed
tVie following statement at tbe foot of in account
of' tise items and prices of gooda furnisted ta him,
whiie an infant by lise plaintift: Il Paiticulars of
accaunt la tbe end of 1867, amountitg ta 1621.
11s. 6d , 1 certif 7 ta be correct and satisfactory. "
led, that Ibis was flot such a ratification in writ-

ing, of tbe contract witbin 9 Oea. IV. 3. 14, s. 5,
ase to render bim liabie.-Rowe v. llo5 wood, Law
R",p 4 Q. B.1.

FACTOR. - An agent Ilintrusted with, and il'
possession of, goods," witbiu tise FactWs Acts,
is a persan wiso is intruiated as agent for sale;
and, consequently, on. wbose aulhority ta seli
has been reyoked cannaI pledge goada visich isad
been inlrusted ta bim for sale; but wbicb he has
wrangfully retained after bis autbority bas been
revoked, and tise goads demanded frori him. by
bis principal.-(Excs. Ch.)-Fuente8 Y. Montii,
Law Rep. 4 C. P. 93.

LiFE INSURANCIL-A custom among lif. insu-
rance campanies ta allow tbirty days' grace for
the payment of premiums, notwiîiîstanding a
clause of forfeiture for non-payment ou tise day
tisey becomne due exists in th. policy, id valid ta
interpret tise contract, andi may be proven bY
the insured.

Evidence tisat tbe practice of thse campany was
ta give notice at tbe lime at wbich tise premiums
feul due, and tisat they ommitted ta do so on lise
occurrence of tise default in question, or tisat
they sa deait with tise insured as ta put ber off
ber guard is admissable as evidence, from whieb
th, jury may draw tbe conclusion tbat the insured
Was mislead by tle company, tbe campany cau-flot take advantage of a defanit wbich tbey bave
themselves contrîbuted ta or encau raged. -Helmse
v. Life Insurance Co., U3. S. ReDort.

GIFT.-A check was given. by A. ta B., and
presented witbauî deisy. Tise bankers had suffi-
oient assets of A., but refused payment because
they doubted the signature. The neit day A.
die d, tle cbeck flot isaving been paid. lleid, a
camplete gift, inter t'ivos, of the amount of the
check.-Bromley v. Brunon, Law Rep. 6 Eq. 276.

Lord Thurlow's appearance when presiding in
the Hans. of Lards wag very grave and imposing,
and Fox once remarked th*e it praved him, dis-
honest, for na persan couid be sa wise as Tharlow
looAked.-Beneh and Bar.

ONTARIO REPORTS

MUNICIPAL CASE.

(Meère Ris Hlonor JAmEs R. GOwAl;, Judge of the Couxity
Court of the County of Simicoe.)

IN THU1 NATTER Or APPEAL FRONE TuEE COMMr
O-)UNCIL 0F THE: COUNTY OF SIMOOZ IN EQu»1 -
IZING THI AssEcsst4ENT RoLL5.

Asse.ssment Act of 1869, sec. 71-Eqnializatiom of Roll*J
Procedure-Towns and Villages.

Held, in equalizing the rolle, although a difference 11sreC0g1ljsed1 by 32 Vie. cap. 26, sec. 71, betwceen town andvillage property and country property, th.at as the valiia-
tion of the former la arbitrarily reduaed hy two-fifths, thesduty of the Connty Co-neiîis ta increase or decrease.1heaggregate Valuations of townships, towns, and villages,as the rolis stand, as well as ta make the statutoryreduction with respect to the latter-twn and villagerolis being subject to equaliza±ion in the sanie way aa
townships.

Statement of the mode of procedure adopted in hringingthe question for consideration in this case before th*ajudge of tise COuntY Court under sub-se. 8 of sec 71.Reiuar-ks upon the difficulty, under the preseut systemi ofassessment, of arriving at a fair equalization of theAssessameut RoUas in different townships. 11
[Barrie, July 81, 1869.)

This was an appeal ta the judge of the County
Court of tbe County of Simcoe from. the decisiaR
Of the County Council of that County, under sec.
71 Of tbe Ai8ssment Act, of 1869, in equalising
the aSSe.98ment rails for the preceding financialý
year. The facts of tbe case fnily appear in the
judgment of

GOWAN, Co. 3.-Finding no procedure laid
down in tbe îaw by 'wbich the jurisdiction
un2der sec. 71 of the Àssessment Act of 1869 ie
given, I appainted a day to bear all parties in-
terested and seule as to tbe course of procedure,
baving reference to tbe nature of the jurisdia-
lion, and the lime limited for bearing.

On tbe day appointed, the Reeves for thse
greater number of municipalities were present.
Thse Warden aisa was present, but flot as author-
ized for the purpose by thse County Counci-L...
Upon the appeai being lodged I stated my desire
ta hear tbe meverai municipalities, and that I was
prepared eitber ta hear them by counsel or by
some member of lthe corporation, au thorized te
act for lbe body entitied to be heard, but tisat
I could not listen ta unautborized advooaoy or
permit il before me. The appeilants alon. were
represenleti by counsel. The reeves appeared in
persaon an behaif of their severai municipalities
I Iben required the appellants ta band in at oce
a fuli and specifia declaration or statemnent et
wbat was objected ta in the equalization by the,
County Cauncil, and what il was ciaimel ought
ta bave been done ; in fact, fuil particulars ta
wbich they (thse appeilants) were ta be canfined
in evidence, and I reqnired similar declaratian
and dlairn fram thse ather municipalities desiring.
ta be beard and with the like abject-tse
declaratians were &Il put in-as the duty usigisi
b. tbrawn upan me ta equalize thse wbale asaeso-'
ment for tbe Caunty. I further stated tisat I was
prepared, sa far as time would ailow, ta hear.
evidence submitted by any muniaipality ta assist
me ta a just equalizati «on, and I named the. daYý
wisen I would commence taking any evidecel
tisat migist be submitted ta mue. In 1he course,
of tise discussion as ta the division of thse 1ime
availabie for viva voce testimony, il was pro.
pased ta leave tise matter in my haudi upon the,
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