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kknell, K.C., and G~ Sinclair, for the plaiijijjiy.~~ckne~~J F~Ç, n . Mahon, for the defendns
,C-.-0-:-There is now no dis3pute a to the facts. Mqostappear Or are to be gathered froin docuents. The onlyri oral testiniony was one involving a charge by the plain.ist the defendants of fraud, misrepresentatio or conceal..it was determied ini the defendants favour at the trial.ent of want of good faith Or intentioa wrongtuj con-310w bc regarded as eliminated froin the case.year' 1901 an Act of the legislature was passed, at the in.-:lie Town1 of Woodst><k erecting, it into and incorporat-1 citY, ln tle nxonth of Februàry, 1902, the plaintiffsand the defendnt (the county) entered'into an agree-led by bY-laus of both corportins This agreementtine apparexitly taken and aceptedJ by both parties asand settling ail questions between theni arising oution of the plaintifjs into a city, and it was subsequentlyand its terina complied with bY the plaintiifs lntilre Lhe commncem~ent of this action on the 23rd De-
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negoiatonspreceding, and ln th. making of, tii.ig surplu fwid was flot taken intO account or dealt
O espe 

7t,nt "the City of Woodstock sal i ail matters what-,Id b. ini tbe place and atead of the Town2 of Wood-PrOPerty of evemy kind anil iaditppicem LaxPR ru... 1


