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a rnanirufactory or a store; -and I amn unable te cousider that
dwelling hose, lias been proved to lie either.

J eannot think fMat in ordinary conversation it would
'bAdsrie a-, t-ither -a factory or a store: and these W
are to be, givvn their ordinary rnearnng. ... At the. n
it would, 1 think, be said that the defendant used is bue
a ladies' tailor sliop; and the by-Iaw prohibits only "but,
shopa",.

I would dismias the appeal.

JMAuÀxiY 1)TII,

*RE TOWNSHIP 0F TURNBERRY AND NORTII II
TELEPHONE CO.

Assessment and Taixies Telephone ComnpanyA Bransck
Part y Le"-ssmetAct, sec. 14, suib-s-e. "-
tions of ac-M nigof Terms not ini Comnmoii 0as-
sence of Ev-de-nce-S9tatedl Case.

(Jase submnitted by the IÎeutenant-G.overnor iu Cou
unider sec. 14 of the Assessinent Act, for the opinion of
court,

The va'iu was hteard by GRoMC..tN EE1H
MAGEF JAan DEO, J.

W. Proudfoot, K>.C.,, for the teleplione eýorpany.
No one, appeared for -the Crown or for the township oiu

atien.

The. judgment ot the Court was delivered byNI.mr
.A. :--The righit answer te ail the questions submnitted dep
altogether upeni the. meauLing of the wordsi "ail bmanok
party lines,- vonitainedi insu-s 3 of sec. 14 of the Aýwfl
Adt; and what that neaning ia, is a question of fact, whieh o
to be deterxnined, as all questions ot tact sheuld b., upon
doucee; and, as no evitience of any kind lias been snhnûttE
this Court upon the aubjeet, we are, in my judgment, not q
f1ed or abi. te givo axnything like a jud2icial answer to the~
tions submitted.

Tiie oses nt Act gives no interpretation of tie i
;ter any substaaitial elue te the. meaning with whieIi they

«To be reported in the Ontario Law ReportaL.


