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at lest of the social and physiical, if not also the ej
and mental, improvernent of the mnembers who avait thei
of the privileges it affords to themn.

For these reasonis, 1 arn of opinion that thec first q
should be answered ini the negative.

The second question presents imure difflculty. In oîd
the buildings aud land ashall be exempt from taxation, thE
he '<oceupied by and used for the puarposes of the asc
That they were in 1909 used for the purposes of the so

1 have no doubt; but were they "occupied by the associa

Iu the popular sense of the word -occupied" they w
occupied until the buildings were inade the -~headquart
the association; but that would, 1 think. be toc>narrow a r
to give to the word as it is usedl ini ý,e. Il. Occupation E
neocessarily involve residence;, au enclosed field used in

tion with a residenice on otiier land would not bc uno(
although no one lived there; and 1 have no doubt that t

of the association was occupied by it within the meanini

Il. But were the buildings occupied by it? They wei

used for the purposes of the association, as 1 have said

getting thern ready for the transfer to them of the
quarters" of the rospondent; aud, upon the whole, I ha

to the conclusion that they were also in that way occti
the association.

For theýse reasons 1 wvould affiria the judgmnent of t

sional Court and dismniss flic appeal with costs.
No question was raised as to the right of the respoi

a de1aratory judgxuent; and, therefore, I have flot co
whetheJ' a proceeding of" that nature is proper to be tj
the puirpose of a deterininatiofi as Wo the right of a ir
corporationl t iimpose taxes. 1 mnust not, however, be
asset to the proposition that sucli a proceeding isï
one. The Asesuet Act now provides amnple machi
determining auchi questions, and 1 arn inclined to thin<
lief miust b. soughit from the tribunals which are by
chasrged[ with the, duty or deteriiiiing all questions as i

mient, and liot by un action in which a dcclaratory jud
sought. The inconveuience which inay result froiu t
cou01rse being taken is strikingly exemplified by what
pened in tilis case--a final judgmnent as Wo au assessmne
vear 1910 not beiniz obtained nutil ucar the close of

dismissed


