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sional Court, 23 0. L. IL. 21 , Nvliieli xnaintained a J udge's
(ordefr ema4.Iiîîg a bv-laxv for a cuîîtijîuation selicol in1 Wet~

In 1888 the Middlesex CounitV (ounicil passed a byilaw
corùtituting East 'Niiddlesex a high scliool Ijitriet, but noth-

ii:ng ias dune iinder it. lin 1910, a bv-law waspasc e4ab-
Ihiga continuatin <chool in the towinship of Wcsýt Nis-

sorWhich uns art of flic high sc'hool dititof Eust
M iddleex, undr the îIrný1ýoi i4on' the pesen Il ihSchooi

Act, Edw.VII. ch. 1, sc. 4,whîe pros ides thaLt when a
hîg shool district Jia- xîc iii faci for iliree nionths it

,hall " continue to exist. anid bc deonied a Iii schicol dis-
trict under tlic latter Act, whct-hér regularly forrncd origin-
ahly or net.

On motion to quash the hv-law incdl 1910 ail flic
Corsbclow iicld that tlic bigh sciiool district of West

S,,iineyer c'xîsted iii fact ' w ifuiîic eneaning of
_W,1Ac. atid it wva.-, Ilîcrefore, qîîashed.

riehî nîotion to the Supreme Court of Canada for leave
Io appeal frein, tic judgment of flhc Court of Appeal for
Ontario, was hîcard by Sm (RAîs FITZI'ATRICK, C.J., and

hl)ING;TWN, IX FF, â';iî, îd BRIOPDEUR, JJ.

Gl. F. 11enderson, K.(".. for 11he motion.
('lrysier, K.C., contra.

TnIEIR ousî' refused the leave to appeal, consider-
ïng tlîat thc casp raised no question of great public finport-
ance, ai t hat there was no otlior ground on which. it could
be rntd

Leave Io appeal refused.


