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to the other items dinissetl. Pitif'cross appeal dis-
xnissed.

Defendants to, have thieir genieral, cosns of tliv action. theù
reference, the ppa froni theq report, the niotioni for judg-
ment on further lirctîins, and the costs of this, appiýii, ox-
cept ini the case of the itemijs oni whichi they failied Ilu theý ap-
peal before the Chancellor, as now 1oti1e. tlinitiflfs to
have the costs of an undcf-Uided ac(.tion for thev ;tiigunit of theiir
claini as imow allowcd. Theuse to bc set offl agailust coss ay-
able to defendants.

TEETZIEL, J. Noimnti7Tu, P903.
TRIAL~.

D)OYLE v. DEUMMON1) SCIOOL TRUSTES.,

Sel aside -¼ss kidut i' ill ç~ (A, A'lu/~

Action by a ratepayer- ut' puli ~ool secitliln No S q4 thei
township of Drl)ruuîîuon, coly !Ui ek to st a ide

aw%%ar< of arbitratoirs aoime ytheotyciuneil o!, Lii-
ark, formnling a ne eolscto N4~ uto ertr

coursdin sections, 'S , l.aiiJ 13 o!t t1lat townlship.ý TIl e
deenanswere theo sclhoo(l huards o!t the' tllrqee scions an

indîviduals who ere electod trus eo!te 1 rpoe
sec(t fio. At dte trial the( award was tA inivalid and' the~
quiesýtioni o!, coýtS olelyrerv.

C. J. Vo.y, Porthl, îfor 1)Lutintill.
el. A. A1lan,ý K.C., atif A C 'Shlaw, Porilu, for defuindants.
TEVTZKL, J1., heI tilat no011t of thedeeudamt wasi, blýliqm-

able for aily o! theu erros icli una'do I( UiN aad Ii\ al<, mid,
as no1e1oC then1 c111ao'ored to, supprt it vitlwr lietlc

saeitso! di-'enee or alt th1we ltra, bult 'uite 1 )1111 o 1
selves 1lto ltl judgmemt a:1 pr Iiotoct io o! ) tliq Cot IliieIro
was nin otliii wIIc toxrcisfe a j iciial diceioîî iin
filo\ o!jý ) pljin11t itil agurjirnst ao r ! 1 veîlu N 11 '-'l 11 t.

uet tin1g a îuLe aw ard withlult cots R S. lt hwoblý Seoq
etos,3 0. L,.R 1.81, 1 1. el.R. ,rlerdtoi.

IETEJ. Nv~n~I7u (1
T1'I1 A L.

ElUNTER v.WLKN N LU ICO

Ch,)u în Action- - EquialetA i~n~t-Cni.rte oi
Aro~ria1ian f Fut ,~cfcProe

interpleader issue (tried without a jury ait Per-tl>, di-
rected tu deteumaine the ownership of certai inonqcys paid


