
206 THE BARRI STER.

In thle Vill«gi' ý;f lPart Perry the
Assessor's notice ta the Comipany
does nlot follow the formi af assess-
nient pravideci by Section 29. He
giv'es the nunibers af the lots and
wlhat lie cosîsiders the acre;âge an
tiiese lots belongin g ta the Cami-
pany, 'vithout discrimiuating be-
tween tht- vacant land, tiat used by
the Conmpany for Railway purpases,
and the Staiýon land anid buildinîgs;
assessiing Hie %vlîole at $6,2aa; nar
does lie state, ini Iis notice, if anv
part af thie Conîpatîv's lands lias
been assessed ta tenants ; the facts
being tliat ai portion of the land is
occupied by one Vickery iwlio is as-
sessed for S2aa.aa, and a fùrtli,ýr
portion ta ane Delaporte w~ho is as-
sessed for $40a.00o, the assessor
statin- tliat hl lias included the land
accupied 1w these parties ini thîe as-
sessmlent ta the G.T. R. anîd asses-sed
thie tenants for the value ai thîe baud-
ings onlv. This is incorrect. He
shauld have assessed bath building
ania land ta thie tenants anîd deducted
thecir asse-,snient fron iliat ai the
G.T. R.

The assessient ivill be waried
accordinglv.

E. Donîald for appellants.
F. 'M. Yarnold for respondents.

MEREDITHI, J]OT.19.

O'CONNOR v. GM IL

c/wquler (ti-TaxVation.
.Appeal frin the ruling- and certifi-cate of thie senior taxiuge ofilcer at

Taranto zipon a referetîce ta hiim af
the matters in questian in an action
against a solicitar for an ;iccount,
thant a certain agreenient as ta re-
nmuneration for services nmade be-
tweten plaintiff and defendant is not
bindiug- upan plaintiff arnd tlîat de-
à e'idai. sliould bring in a bill afiilis
casts. Tuie services were ini respect

oa chaim niade in thîe Ex%-iequer
Court ai Canada. Appeal dismiissed
witli co.t.

Arnoldi, Q.C., for defendant.
F. A. Angolini for plaintiff.

SUPRE.tr. COURT] [OCT. 19.
O'F CANAD. j

THE QUEEN %-. BRADLEY.
Civi Serice c/-xtraservice.

Appe«l froi thie ju iý, nient of the
Exchiequer Court. The responclent,
w~ho, is chief reporter of the officiai
reporting staff the Flouse of Coni-
Mons, ClaimIed $3,235.35 for services
as reporter, editor, and secretary of
thie prohibition commission, uidcer
etîgagemient by' the late Sir Josephi
l-ickson, chiairmian of the commis-
sion. Thie Governiîment contested
thiat part of the dlaim whicli is ini ex-
cess of the actual reporting author-
ized 1w order-ini-Council, atîici alsa
conteîîded tlîat 11o portion of thie
dlaim could be sustained bv reason
of the provisionîs ai section j1 i ofthe
Civil S,!rvice Âct, whîicli forbids emi-
ploves being paid extra salary or
additional remiuneration. Held that
the provision of thie Civil Service
Act onlv proliibits extra p1)aYment
being miade for the specific services
an enîplovee is appoînted ta perforrn.
Appeal dismnissed with costs.

Newcombe, Q.C., for the Croivn.
Hogg, Q.C., for respondent.

ARMOUR, C. J. J [OT .

STREET, J. j

THE QUEEN v.VILLENEUVE.
('o~zvctfoi -Liqwrlicez' law.

Motion bv defendant ta niake
absolute a rule nisi ta quash suni-
marv conviction of defendant for tliat
lie, being duly liceîîsed ta sdllinl-
toxicating liquors, upon lus shop
prenuises ini the towvn of Renfrew,
did ""permit " liquor sold ta, a pur-
chanser ta be drunk upon suchi prenîl-
ses cautrar y ta the statute. Section
78 ofI the Liquor License Act, R S.0.,
Ch-. 794 provides that è«if any pur-
cliaser of any liquar from a person
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