
Siinl iiît lie exainuîliie asl i w tilessl titil hIe res.loi1<eiits liaid
4ra-xiiie liîi-e w lii liait hiled afifdav~ils iii suîppor*t of the

If. L. K>atii \.C.. for thet res'poîîdents.
Sha rîileY ei soîî for Er'nest Freinl in.

I. ATCIFIko )i, .1 :T Ie ljeelIÎ) ion iot 110>1 stI Illeui to lie Nvell
iouiîdetl. 'l'lie d1 ia'iîîna citenstil suport of it are based on a d if-

feettpnile Il t s not, I thinik, open 10 a 'tîesfroîin wioîn
ex adent' î.' solielit to lie ohlinied il. of righit, upoli a miot ion of tliis
kind, to s thlat otlier evidence SI oilli first lie ouuiainedl. (>rdin-

1rlv to dm1,111t, the adlverse part v Noildl ci 5-exani ne thle de-
poei.Tue re'ponîlenIs lia'.e, liiw 1e 1 iiesf 4eurî ace

<Ionttiiii,, foi, flot: eross-exani inincr thlie latund-rNmiien i who mande thlit
afd PA i s1 ý.Anv one wligî lias observeil th lie e < m xaiiiniat ion of a

(bîeew itines thlroîigli an iflterl)reteu' as il as sworni would bie
fle<esr v in the case of Hie 3 deî,xmnients-knoýw t lie iliflieultx', if

no t1ie impossibilatY. (of t lins e] aeit ang thle trui.

1 ge wît tlhe epoteithuit tliev coiild not iuiiprove their
position hY tIlie \rsea [ni fiâ ion of tIlie apuicîanits or t heu' fellow-

countrnien. Bat 1 in of t lie opinion. id thle saine tlimie. thlat thleY
valiwto 11ope to support Ille bx'-law I)v sl iew iwni thlat wliat tIlie appi i -

eanq laxe sîîruin reg'ard to thleir profits is tînt nie- tlît, thicir
profits lime in faut hwen Nuir* laruge, as~ deiîionst rat d 1li'v thle aiounts
theyý have h1cui reuuiitt ing to Ch'ina tIirougli thle manager of thle
Dom iîîion Exý,press Go.

Tu true test, ei î tii nie, wliet lier thte liv liîxtw is valid or flot,
is whetlier tht' iuuitipai)l eomninil p)asseqd thle b)V-law in the, holua fide

vri'eor the' poNver' ooinferi'edlh îb l' 39 of sec'. :13of the
untipaýl Act.
The ialidit 'v of the Iîvl-law depcnde. not on Ille profitable or uin-

profitale1 nature of thle business oif thle apihjants and otliers
,iffet'ed buýq ht oin the goodl fîtl of the conneil whi4ehi passe d thî

1,v law: se Pe Rowlanîd and Tuîwuv of ('<l] ingwîîod, 11 (). W'. Rl.
80,and the lae<hieroe ited. I n thîls view. Ille evideuive. souht)j1
fuoi)m r Vriiil cannot lie rlxntor iaterial to thle qulestion

I thereoretliîik tlie' aplplicat ionu fails, I t i. not a case for

RE PANG SI2YG AND CITY OF CllýITII.IýII.


