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allowanc(e of $500 as counsel fees to the defendants for the samte
Court was wrong. The inference is just as atrong that too littie
wau allowed upon the first taxation as that too much was al-
loived on the seond. The saine is truce as to the conts in the Divi-
sional Court; and as to both it is argued and flot strenuously
q iuest ioned that more effort was made tu shew the Taxing Of¶cer
the aetuial eonditions upon the biter than the earlier taxation.
As to the $1 ,000 allowed for counsel fees before the Appellate
Diision, it is alleged that, under the direction of the Court,
severai days of two eounsel were spent in preparing a statement
to aid the Court. With this explanation, the sun allowed doce
not appear to bie extravagant. Aief romt ail this, the long ex-
perienee and judgment of the Senior Taxing Officer should counit
for a good deal, in matters peculiarly within his province.

The first objection taken, however, resta upon entirely differ-
ent Ponsiderations. liere the question is the tariff applicable to
the taxed ih la question of i>rineiple. The off¶eer was bound
to tax it aee-ording to law. Hie had no0 disere.tionaryv power. He
was ait least bound hx the leeisions of Judges of this Court as; I
arn bounid by the judgment of a Judge of co-ordinate juredie-
tien. it wasi held by the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas
in Re Solicitors (1914), 6i 0.W.N. 625, that ail taxation after
the lat Septemiber, 1913, are govcrned b)y the tariff of eosts whieh
(-âme into force on that day. With verv -reat, respect, 1 ami (f
opinion that the Senior Taxing Offleer was bound to follow thls
judgment, and crred in taxing under the former tariff.

There will be a referenee baek to the Taxing Offleer with a
direction. to tax the bills of eosts in question under thie presenit
tariff of eosts; and upon the other objections taken the taxatîi
is eonflrmned. i make no0 order as to eosts.

LIF.Nox, J. MARCH 8'rH, 1915.

('RICU'TON v. TOWNSIP OF ('H1APLEAU.

Municipal Corporation - Carrying oit "Show" Business in
Muiipal Building-B y-lau' Lease -Illegality - Acion
b)y Rate payer for Injutction-B y-lau not Qitashed-Con-
tract -P arlies-Employm ent of Manager.

Action by a ratepayer of the township against the township
corporation and J. B. Dexter to restrain the defendant corpora-
tion front earrying on the business of exhibiting moving pictures


