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The application was disiased by Middletoni, J., ai
cision was upheld by a Divisional Court, Riddell, J.,
and this is an appeal froin that decision. Since At w
there has been a change in the personnel of the townshi,
and there is now reason to believe that they will nc
the by-law before this Court. Under these circumsl
continuation sehool board desires an opportunity of b(
in its -support. The board was not mnade a party to, or
the application to quash the by-law. It is quite appi
the interest of the board in the mnoney to be raised 1
bentures undler the by-law is of a sufficiently substanti
have justified its being made a party te the applicatior
If not an absolutely necessaxry party, it was at ail event
party.

In these cireumstances, if the township were app
stead of respondents, and were proposing not te furt

ente the appeal, the sehool board would have littie d
procuring themselves to be substituted as appellants
perxnitted to carry on the appeal. The practice in s~

was considered by this Court in Langtry v. Ilumouli
544, at p. 549. The applicatieon waa refuued on the gi

1131,


