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T EARL OF SELBORNE : [t is an indirect way of making them pay taxes
from which they are exempt, is it not?

Mr. Robinson : | can only put it as | have put it, ~ :

THE EARL OF SELBORNE: That is the sole question. Two courts have
decided that point in your favour, The Supreme Court reversed their decision
and decided it against you, ’

My, Robinson : Yes. Theresultis far-reaching. Thecity have proceeded
on the principle that they are at liberty to make such arrangements as may
seem reasonable with regard to the price of water, ‘Take large factories, for
instance. [t is an object with them to induce people to take water, I helieve
they have felt themselves at liberty to make special arrangements with very
large factories taking a very large quantity. If they are not allowed to do any-
thing of that sort, but must treat all equally, of course it makes a vory material
difference.

LorRD MORRIS: What does it say about rebate }

THE EARL OF SELBORNE: They might by a by-law allow discount for
prepayment.  That is the language of the Act of Parliament, I should suppose
that they ought {3 have one equal rate applicable to all consumers of water.

My, Robinson : 1 think 1 have stated the precise point.

Mr. Biggar and My. Gore were not called upon,

(Their lordships deliberated for a few minutes.)

THE EARL ¢ SELBORNE: Their lordships are of opinion that the judg-
ment is so plainly right that leave to appeal ought not to be given in accordance
with the rule laid down inthe case of the La Cite de Montreal v. Les Ecclestas-
ligues du Seminalre de St. Suldice de Montreal, 14 App. Cas. 660.

Mr. Gore: 1 am instructed to ask for the costs of the opposition to the
petition.

THE EARL OF SELBORNE: Yes,
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