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Solidior-Tsxatiuie of BiU of Costs Rendered to Cliei
Rule 676-Allou-rncesavoer and above PartV and
-Disremion of Taxing Officer--App Z-A ssessm,
Quantum Mlerîsit-Examiruitions in Case-Fecs c
-Dsêiwsomets--Postponed Payment-Labilitj
-Absence of P hneseij-Mîstake în Item of Bill-

Appeal by the client frai» the order of MIDLE
O).W.N. 225, 47 O.L.R. 522.

The appeai was heard by MLocK, C.J. Ex., It
MA8STEN, ,JJ., and FERIUSON, J.A.

G. T. Walsh, for the soliclitor, respondent.

THE COUR diiid the appeal:with c"st.

FiIisT DIVISIONAL COUlIT. CEBI

CITY OF CHATHAM v. CHIATHAM GAS CO. LI

Ontario Rai4ioal and MuLnicipal Board-Exclusive Jv
IMreae in& Price of $iuppilj of Natural <Jas-
befre <Jas Comparny and Cityj Goaion-Onta
and Municipal Board Act, secs. 21 (1), 22-PuUi
A clon te, R.ap'ain Compnyjfrom, Increasing Prir»-
Inteim Injîvnction AÂdjottrned isntil the Tr'ial,

Appeal by the plaintiffs from the arder Of LaOnc, J
dismiing the plaintiffs' moation for an interim injunct

The appeal wus heard by MurTC.J.O.,,
M,.ouFýF, and HODIxNqS, JJ.A.

H. S. White,for the appellants.
W. N. Tifley, X.G., and J. G. Kerr, for the defel

pondents.
* This case an~d all oythers wo marked to b. reported in
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