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TOWNSHIP OF STAMFORD V. ELECTRICAL DEVELOPMENT Co. oF
ONTARIO—SUTHERLAND, J.—MARCH 13.

Assessment and Taxes—Municipal By-law—Ezemption from
Tazation—TValidating Legislation—School Rates—Public Schools
Act, 55 Vict. ch. 60, sec. 4—Special By-law.]—In this action,
tried without a jury, SUTHERLAND, J., found that the matters in
dispute were substantially the same as in Electrical Development
Co. of Ontario v. Township of Stamford (1914), 50 S.C.R. 168 ;
and the judgment of the Supreme Court of Canada in that
case had recently been affirmed by the Judicial (Clommittee of the
Privy Council. He, therefore, directed judgment to be entered
for the plaintiffs for $7,930, with interest as claimed in the
statement of claim, and with costs. J. H. Ingersoll, K.C., for
the plaintiffs. F. C. McBurney, for the defendants.

TowNSHIP OF STAMFORD V. CANADIAN NIAGARA PowEr Co.—
SUTHERLAND, J.—MARCH 13.

Assessment and Tazes—Municipal By-law—Ezemption from
Taration—Validating Legislation—School Rates—Public Schools
Act, 55 Vict. ch. 60, sec. 4—Special By-law.]—The same result
was arrived at in this case as in the preceding one and for the
same reason. Judgment for the plaintiffs for $6,886.50 with
interest and costs. J. H. Ingersoll, K.C, for the plaintiffs.
Wallace Nesbitt, K.C., and A. Monro Grier, K.C., for the de-
fendants. !

ONTARIO BANK V. O’REILLY—SUTHERLAND, J., IN CHAMBERS—
MarcH 13.

Summary Judgment—Failure to Disclose Defence—Action
on Judgment for Recovery of Money.]—Appeal by the defend-
ant McCullough from an order of the Master in Chambers
whereby he directed judgment to be entered for the plaintiffs
against the defendant MceCullough; and motion for leave to file
a further affidavit by the defendant McCullough, to stay all pro-
ceedings in this action, to set aside the judgment entered in
favour of the present plaintiffs in a former action on the 17th
July, 1906, and to restrain further proceedings thereon. The
plaintiffs’ elaim in this action was upon the judgment recovered
in the former action, the amount claimed being $33,542.30 and
interest and costs, amounting in all to $53,573.14. In the affi-



