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*JONES v. TOWNSHIP 0F TIJCK.ERSMITH.

ÂppeaIRZtemof of Time for Appealing to &prreme Court of
Canada&--Specia1 CircumqtancS&-A-ppVl in Concurrenlt Pro-

CeedMig-Substantial Identity of Prcedi -La>6 to Appea

~-costs.f 
ocWn

Motion by the plaintiffs to extend the time for appealing to the

Supremne Court of Canada fromn the judgment of the Appellate

Division, delivered on the 26th April, 1915, reported 33 O.LR.
634, aud noted 8 O.W.N. 344.

The. motion was heard by MEREDITH, C.J.O., MACLARjEN,

M-AQUE, aud HODGINS, JJ.A.
W. Proudfoot, K.C., for the. plaintiffs.
R. S. Robertson, for the defOfldants.

MÂqiEE, J.A., in a written judpiient, stated tiie facte and re-
Jerred Wo the. position of the .ese. Besides this action,~ tIi.Te was

a summary motion by the plaintiff e to quasii a by-law of the.

defendant township corporation, whioh by4law w88 aleo inlu pes-

tion in the. action. The. judgzii.it of tiie Appellate Divion deait

with both motioni and action, aud the. resul of the judgmenut ws

that sec. 2 of the, by-la.w was qushed, the cofveyance t0 the, de-

fendant Kruse of the. land lu quiestion w set de an40 d tiie regis-r

tration of it vaested; aud the action snd motion, so far s sec. 1

of the by-law ws concerncd, &OdismliBssd. The. plaintiffs

aPPeýaledl W the Supreme Court of Canada, but ()1l1Y fron Ille

order rmade upon the. motion 10 qushi. When thiier appeal raame

on for iiearing, diffiulty wu xeineadteSpei or

* Thi.s case a~nd& oter 90 1ark-iStk be repg)tedi in ieii ( hrii,

Law Reports.


