
Cd IIIBELL v-. CROIL.

objoctirng whenc and as thiey did to tue . miunieipalitv
. . a.,UIIIng to au-t upon a b-law whichi xva,,1,s-e*
-WiIhUUL due regard to the provs ions, of the ztatute.

On the wliole we tliiik that, ini the exercise or our dis-
crtothe costs of the- appt-ais should bu- aw~arded Io tht-

appullants.

OSLER, J.A., gave mis~ons in writing for the- siuew t-on-
elu:Dion.

GARROXW. J.A., ak>o coil-urred.

CARI V\RIGHIT, MASTER. JUNIE 18TH1. 1906.

CHAMBERS.

CAMPBELL v. CROIL.

3m0ny In Court - Ownershîp of - Pari erishi p - .Jud.qimnt
Cre4 ors'SopOrders-Ce-dilors' Relief AH-iPaymen i

Sut tehriff for- Distrbution.

MIoion hi- (-rcitors of ft flrým of Croil & McCullough
for p)aime!It out of Court of 53 standing to the ere1it of
defvjnifnt Me(CuIlough.

G. A\. Stl C,(ornmwall, for the applicant..
c ni 'n Sými Sit j], for defendlant -IcC'nllough.
W\. E. Middleton. for an opposing t-reditor.

THE M-%ASTER :-Thie fat- of thîs c-ase appt-ar from the
reports to bo fourni in 6 0. W. R. 933, 7 0. MW. R,. 379, 475.

Thei(reý is stili in Court $530. which Ï:st4anding to the
c-re(ijt 4J defurndalit MefCuIIough. and was> virtuaill- deter-
mInedIý to ho his s:epar;ote prnpe'rty bx thvt-L report, of the local

M tras well as by th(, order of 15th December lust, ai-
firiiý44 as above. Tht- IivisÎiual Court did not in any way
varv fhe dispositio-n of th(, fund.

AgLajn.,t thisý tuttrt- have bteeu IIod C -;top orders hy credi-
toit effther of d7efondaint Mt-Culloughl or of Croil & MffluI-


