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gaveý notice that they we(ru suppo)(rtd-rS of Ille Hoilanl atholic
seaat choo)l for suction 1, Sandwichi EalstL ase and

pledon the roll of defenldant niliuipallity ais sujqportera of
thati Schlool, ati[ tu have thv taxes collectcd frolil themn app)lited
(o hIe Support of that fichool.

J. V. MY'nr Widofor plalinltT.

J. Il. CbrWalkurille. fordfndns

ovC-pntho que 'stionl of a w ra isted1 i In lhe

rec.ýord1 and by th fi Nrit ten ar.gumenwlt S, 1 1lnd ini favour of
plltiitifrs uipoii tilis point> thait thev provis:ions oif the Sep&ralo

s(.h1ols Act, Bl. S. O. ('h. 2941, sec. 42 ut -11., apply te the
case of thle Contiguous litnutiici palit ios of W\alkerv ille, and Slndv-
wich Ea8t. Thlat is to Kay, 1 t-hinký that thle supporters of
separate acosriie t i Walkerville, where there is no0
svparato sehool, xnay b)y proper notice beoesupporters o!
thv nlekrust Seaut illool ili Sandwliichi Fast withiu Ile
Iiiinit of 3 tuileS' distanlc f rom t-bat Seho4ol. Th'ils will lirii.-
ticaly ithdra sueli persona f rom) contributing t-o the publie

eoof o!lleh town, and rende1(r theml hiable t-o bc aSaeSSed fýr.
t'lhe mainltenlance o! the nrctSeparate s(h'110 in Sand(wich?

Ea-wihappears to be that, cont-rolie-d byN p)lintif..
lJpoil the( other question or lawv raised on tIelleang

and argument, 1 arn of opinion thit, the contention of defemd-
ants i4 riglit: t-bat is, it, is iiot openi for theu Court t-o maie oir
dliret chanigea in the aesn t-roils of tie tonfor t1ie year
1903 so) as 1g) change, t-le body of ratepayer, named 1)y withi-
drawing thoe wo are or are found to ho supporter, o! Sepa-
rate v olTtt is a mat-t-or o! det-ail, t'O be reu atean

ad(juated-4 hy application for redress t-o Ille Court of Revision
uindor sec, P9 of thev SeaaeSehools Act, whichi isý expr.esIy
fraxned t-o ineet-j just- such ase o! comiplaint thiat- ont, whio ts a
separato sclbool supporter is wvrong!uilly ilaedl uipn or
ornitted( froni thev roll. T7his voinipiaiit iayv be bY the person

ariedor b'y any* ratepayer o! thlocliy-u not in a
subequ'ntyear by tlle corporate bodyo trustees for t-hé

separate acotsection, ale(ginthetsev to ho interested.
T sec no r¶ight of initiative in this hrOd unde'rlr t-ho statut-e, nom,
do I knlow, what locusq standi t-bey h ave t-o seek su rel1ief in

Tleon thsedecartiosno useThil resit ean follow,%
1 m1.1).ore, det-alepd consideration of the inior issules.

1Tnexp\ilainedl delay bas arisen inishittn t-be case t-o

mo for decisio'n. T t was before mne at Sandwich (-,,
22n Setemer,190, ndl t-ho direct-ion Nas given t-o tpj,,..

isteý evfidene as t-o the notice and witbdrawaýls o! a maês of


