
IVJ;LB V. BOX.

The cîlur of the Court was that the judgînent of MAcMlioS;,
J., should be varicd by dcclaring that tlue defendants were niot

exuîa,-pt rront school taxes, and by striking out the direction for
a itnaîn. Plintîiff to hîave costs of flie actions up 10 and

inig flic trial. Cross-appeals disrnissed. No costs of the
appeals or cross-appeals.

WEBB v. BOX.

Ajppal fo ('omi of Appeul Order of I)iisioil Cour-Leave la
* ipp<ul- mota Jnolîd Qestonof Lau Jillegal Di,,dre.s

-Pama qe.s -Double lthe Value of the Goods.

Motion iiy flic dcfendaiîts for leave bo appeal to the (couit
of Appeal [roi the order of îa Di visional Court, 19 0 . L P. 5 10,

reVer'.iig iii p)aîtfi uhe îiî tof 'fl:.:'ZEL, J., nt t lie tn!.

Thup înotioiî bes îart] 1w Mo.ss, ('.1.0., Osî.ut, (1 uuîow, MAc-
1,ARIN, alld M :ID'riJJ.A.

.T. ( '. MakiltN for tlo lie lfedit its.
C. A. Masten, .(',antd W. M. Wadswortli, for the plaiiit If.

Moss, (LJ.( k: Vi n sffi'lurit ion, it lices îtot alîpciîr to ils
1t1at1flie cas one pîcsent iîg aiiv god gî'ouiîd foi, t ruating il as

exeutiolandam allowiîîg a fîirt ier appeal.
'11w aîîiolîît acf inîll v iiivolvcîl is nîcer $500, and flic qlest ioîi

of Iaw ducs ilot suenito bhe aî miai te ocf sctliiieît dlonlt to jtt-t if
pro.ýlongiîig flie piesent Itiîgation.

ileappl icationi is refused witltuh ts

M i:îw:)itrt, J.A.. agreied iii d sisisiîi flic mot iîti. aît eprs-î
thei opinilon thea> flic i iglit, umîdur 2 W. &M., sessz 1. (. S B S
(). 18ý97, 11. :,12, si*î. 18 (2» ), t) (laîinages iii double ficlue or

th god istnîned anîd solul, uvas îîniqîîîst lonable. tt, ilîtîîiî
te, chlange iii thei w ord iig cf thle statutc.

OSL.Ele, .1.A. iil5< itgreeul iii disntissiîîg the application, for rea-
sons b heb stittei ini w'iting.

C uuo and il'LAXJJ.., alîpo conucîrîred.

VOL. 1. O.W.N. ,;o. IG-E)


