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MNlihian Central R.R. C0. (1909), 19 O.R. 502, 506; ""Il
ConItinielnt.l Co(stumei( Co. v. Appolton & Co. (1919), 17 OWN 258.

The ppeasu allowved and judgmlent szhoiil 1w 1entered
for thec pIaixitiffs iwitbl costs throughouit*

RDl(l andSVTHPJF.LAND, J.J., agreevd withl MÂSTEN, J

CLTJ., read a dlissenting judgnmt. le rvee i
evidence, andi stated that, Ini his oi)lion,7 the're -,as nothing Mi the
evidenice to lewd to the conclusion that the judgmient of the trial
Judge, who hadl ail the fac-ts before hlmi and considered thec whlole
question, WMa erroneous. Vfic appeal should 1be dismissed.

Muio'LCx, ('A. Ex., agee ith CLUTE, J.

Apel aillo7ud fMuwcK, C'4.p MiEx., and CLLJTE,.I-

SEOND DVl1NLCOURT. ÂC 6H 90

*MILMINEv. EDDY,

Muiciipal Copiorationýs-Paymenl oui o f Funds of Township Cor-
*poration of Fxpmeýes of Delegation Io Dominion Goverment Io

rge Repeal of Order ini Counn«l reapecting Mfilitary Servizc-
Farm-wvorkera in Agricultsêral ow hi-Motter Pertaining
la or Affecliùg the InteresMa of the Cororaion -1imicipal
Act, aer. 1,17 (4i Go. V.ý ch. 33, sec. 1-Joraof Counil-
Action by Rlenepayer qui lam-Partie--Refus~al of Coiencil Io
emit Corporation te) bc Added as Niif-A elet

AdIditfion of Corporation as Defendani.

Appeal liy the deednsother than the dlefendlant Barker
front the judigmnt of the C<rnnty Court of the County of IBrant in
fatvour of the pla4ntiff iii un action to compel the restoration to the
treamury of the Munmicipal C'orpoxrationi of the Tow,ýnsipi of I3urford

ofa m of $219A13 paitd ouit of copoa ion und, upon areou
tion of the couneil, for the expenses of a deputation to Ottawa in
support of tiie repeal of an order ini couneil.

Theli appeitl wais heurd 1by MUOK .. iC rS17THRn
LAND, aind MÂISTEN, JJi.

W. S.Bremter, KCfor tiie appellauts.
Ç;)lordo Waldron, for the defeudant Barker.
W, T. He roK.('., for the plaintif!, respondent.


