
Kýingdom." The juldgrnoiits below are right and shuibe
affirine(,d and the eppual be dismissed withI cosi-S.

lifenderson & Smatll, Toronto, solicitors for 1 laîntiffs.

Pearson & Denton, Toronto, solicitors for defendant.

MAPIt. 12T11, 1902.
C. A.

RE CITY 0F TORIONTO) ASSESSMENT APPE>AUL

Awsmedtni cAn Tarx8-Valuation of ProPerty-Fefctrie Companfrs-
ialPok's, and Wirc.8 Ward&-Pranchise-Gon<j Conwern-

Iiltegrail Part of Whole-1 Edw. VIL eh. 29 (0.)

Appeal by the City corporation from a decision of the
County Judges of York, Ilalton, and Ontario, upon the ques-
tion of the assessment of the Bell Telephone Comnpany, the
Toronto Blectrie TLight C1ompany, the Toronto iRailway Com-
pany, and thue TIoronto> Incandescent Iîight Comupany, in
respect of plant, including wires, poles, etc. The board of
County Court Judges rediiced the assessments as confirxned
by the Court of Ilevision. The question upon the appeal
wAaé; whether the board of Judges were riglit ini dcciding
that flhe Act 1 Edw.Vll. ch. 29, 8ec. 2 (0.), mnade no duRfer-
ence in the mode of vahiing the rails, poles, wires, and otht-r
pljanjt belonging to the companies, erected or placed upon the
highways, which was held to be proper by the deci-ion in R1e
Bell Telephone Co. and Ciity of Hlamilton, 251 A. I. 351, and
Re lLondon Street R. W. Co., 27 A. E. 83.

A\. B. AyieswoTth, K.C., and J.S. Fullerton, KÇ.C., for the
cityý corporation.

G. Lynch-Staunton, K.C., and E. HI. Axabrose, Hlamilton,
for the Bell Telephione Company.

Hl. O'Brien, K.C., for the Toronto EIectric Liglit Coin-
pany and the Toronto Incandescent Liglit Company.

J. Bicknell and J. W. Bain, for the Toronto Itilway
Company.

THE COURT, (ARmouR C.J.O., OSLER, MACI.ENNANK,
Moss, JJ.A.) held (MACLENNAN, J.A., dissenting) that the,
board of Judges were right in their decision.

OSLER, J.A.-The new clause does no more than enable
the assessor to assess the property all to'gether in one ward,


