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l'Hg EARL 0F SEL13ORNE: [t ia an indirect way of nlaking theni pay taxes
from which they art exempt, la it nat ?

Mr. Robinson: .i can only put it as 1 have put ht.
THE EARI. 0F SELIBORNE: That lu the sole question. Twa courts have

decided that point in vour favour. The Supreme Court reversed their decision
and decided it against ynu.

Mfr. Robinsorn -Ves. The resuit lu far-reaching. The city have procteded
on the principle that they are at liberty ta malte such arrangements as May
stem reasonable with regard ta the price of water. Take large factories, for
instance. ht is an abject with them ta induce people ta take water. I believe
they have felt themselves at U;berty ta make âpecial arrangements with very
large factories taking a very large quantity. If they are neot allowed ta do any-
thing of that sort, but must treat ail equally, of course it makes a v.ry inaterial
différence.

LORD MORRis : What dots it say about rebate ?
THE EARL OF SEt.BoRNE: They might by a by-law allow discout for

1.repayment. That is the language of the Act of Parliament. I should suppose
that they aught -.> bave ane equal rate applicable ta ail consurnerb o! water.

Mr, Robinson.- 1 think 1 have stated the lîrecise point.
Mr. Biggar and V4ir. Gore were not called upan.
(Their lordihipa deliberated for a few minutes.)
THE EARL L i SELBIiRNE : Their lordships are of opinion that the judg-

mient is s0 plainly right that leave ta appeal ought flot ta he given in accordance
with the rule laid down in the case of the Let Cite do Monireal v. Les Ecc-lésias-
fiqftes dit Semninizire d- St. Su'ice dle Afon reai, 14 App. Cas. 66o.

Mir. Gare: 1 arn instructed ta ask for the costs of the opposition ta the
peti ion.

*rHE EARL OF sEt.HORN1..: Ves,
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Dizlision Cour-Jurisdiction-Action ont a .Superio>' C'ourt juig ment for
etlimnY-R.S.O., c. 5r, s. 70 (b).
jttdgnient of FERGUSON, J., reported 23 0.R., at p. 374, affirmed.
The Division Court Act, R.S.O., C, 51, s. 7o, clans (bi, Sives jurisdiction te

those inferior courts upon ail claims of debt where the claim dots nlot exceed


