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Hed affrniing the decision of the Court of Review, that under this agree-
nient B. was unly required to show that any furnace so started did nlot have an
aCtuRI output worth more than Szoo per day on an average for a reasonable
period, and that the words 1'could not have a production of more than one
hundred dollars per day"1 did nlot mean mere capacity to produce that quantity,
whether it was actually produced or not.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Mfartin, Q.C. (Ontario B~ar), and Martin for appellant.

Be4qiee, Q.C,, and Geeion, Q.C., for respondent.

Quebec.] [May 0.
VIII.AGF. OF ST. JOACHIM DE LAONECi.AiRE v. TH-E LAPOINTC CIAI RF

TuRNPIKF RZOM) COMPANY.

Siai iie-Consrtion of-Retroaive efete o/-.tf>rnicz or6ra
pike road combqany-Erection of! loll.,gates-Conspnt of corporation,
A tuirnpile road company has been in existence for a nuiber of years in

the village of Lapointe Claire, and had erected toll-gates and rol;ected tolis
therefor, when an Act was passed by the Quebec Legisiature, 52 Vict., c. 43, for-
bidding any such ronmpany to place a toîl or other gate within the limiits of a
town or village without the con3ent of the corporation. Section 1 of said Act
provided that ' this Act shall have no retroactive effect,"1 which section was
repealed in the next session by 54 Vict., c. 36. After 5L, Vict., c. 43, was passed,
the company shifted one of its toil-gates to a point beyond the limits of the vil.
lage, which liniits were subsêquently extended so as to bring said gate within
them. The corporation toolc proceedings against the comnpany, contending
that the repeal of section 2 of 52 Vict., c. 43, made that Act retroactive, and
that the shifting of the ýo1l-gate without the consent of the corporation was a
violation of said Act. ,

Held, affirming the decision of the Court of Queen's Bench, that as a statute
is never retroactive unless made so in express ternis section 2 had no etTect, and
its repeal could flot make it retroactive ; that the shifcing oi the toll-gate %Vas
flot a violation uf the Act, which only applied to the erection of new gates ;and
that the extension of the limnits of the village could not affect the possessory
rights of the company.

Appeai dismissed with costs.
Geofrion, Q.C., and Charbonneau for thie appellant.
Si. Pierre, Q.C., for the respondent.

Award of Arbitrators.] [May 6
DOIMINION OF"CArNADA V PROVINCES OF ONTARIO AND QUE13EC.

IN Èn ARBITRATION RFSPECTING PROVINCIAt. ACCOUNTS,

t.onst -fion of .ttatute- B. N.A. A, st. Ifïc, 114, ir.5, 116, iM-jô Viel., i:. 3o
(D.)- 4 7 Vict., c. 4t (D.)-P-otincial sidriies- Half.yearly payments
Dediidion of inierei.
By section i ii of the B~.N. A. Act, Canada is made liable for the debt of

*ach province existing at the union. By section ri 2, Ontario and Quebec are


