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TOWNSHIP OP' STAWnORD v. BE»xrncÀL DEVE.LOPMENT CO. OPe
ONTBIuo--SluTHELaND, J.-MRcH 13.

Asse.ssmnt and Ta~xes-Municipo2 By-lavt--Exemption from

Taxatîoj-Validatiflg Legislation-fkhool Rates-Pbucfl Schools

Act, 55 Viot. eh. 60, sec. 4-Special By-la.w.1-1n thus action,
tried without a jury, SuTERLAND, J., found that the&matters ini

dispute were substantially the same as in Electrical Development
Co. of Ontarlo v. Township of Staniford (1914), 50 S.C.R. 168;
and the judgment cf the Supreme Court of Canada in that

caue had recently been aifirmed hy the Judicial C ommittee of the
iPrivy Council. He, therefore, direted judgmeut to be entered
for the plaàintiffs for $7,930, with interest as claimed in the
statement of claim, and with cous. J. IL Ingersoli, K.C., for
the plaintiffs. F. C. MeBurney, for the defeudants.

TowNsSI op STÂMIORD V. CANADIAN NiAQÂRA POWERt Co.-
SUTTHERLAN.%D, J.-MARCH 13,

A'sscss)nent and Taxes-M1unicipol By-law-Exemptionl from
Taxation-ValUdnting LegisLction"-ckoot Rates-Public Sckools

Art, 55 Viot. ch. 60, sec. 4-Special By-lorw.] -The saine resuit
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
intereat and cosa. J. H. Ingersoli, X.C., for the plaintifs.
WalIace Nesbitt, 1Ç.C., -and A. Monro Grier, K.C.. for the de-
fendants.

ONýTÂRJO BANK V. O 'REILLY-SUTHRLAND, J., MN OHAMER--
MAROH 13.

Surnmary Juidgmiet-Faiiure to Disclose Defence-Ac1iox
on Judgment for Recovery of ýMone,.1-Appeal by the defend-
aut McCullougli from an order of the Master ini Chambers
whereby he directed judgment to be entered for the. plaintiffs
against the defendaut MrCullough; and motion for leave to file
a further affidavit by the. defendant MeCullough, to stay ail pro-
eeedings in this action, to set aside the judgment entered in
favour of the present plaintiffs iu a former action on the l7th
July, 1906, and to restrain furtiier proceedings thereon. The.
plaintiffs' claim in tliis action was upon the judgment reeovered
lu the former action, the amount claimed being $33,542.30 and
interest and costs, amounting in ail to $53,573.14. Iu the affi..


