
case the trustees are enipowered to agree upon a
of site, but it cannot be made without the consent

ijority of the ratepayers present at a special meeting
or the pur-pose of considering the site sel(-ecte by the
;, unleas whiere the majority of the ratepayers presenit
meeting differ front the trusteets a,, to the esuitsi)ihty
.ite sected. by the trustees, the resuit of the axbitrai-
ovided for is an award iii favour of the decision. corne
lie trustees.
bis be so, a, deterinination of the trustees not to change
e, but to ereet a new sehool house on the existingû
net within the section.

;vas at one tixne expressly provided that, if the rate-
did net assent te a change of site proposed b)y the
s, the chiange conld not be mnade, but the more recent
ion inodified this provision se that the change miay
le thongli the majority of the ratepayers are opposed
.f the resuit of the arbitratien is a doeteruxination in
of the view of the trustees.
evex'y one of the fonis in which the subject of the
)n ef a site for a new school house or the change of
Jealt with, provision is mnade for a decision. being first
A 1,y the trustees, and I flnd nowhere in anyv legis-
an the subjeet, including the sectien (59 Viet.-ech. 70,
) under censideratien, a.ny ground for the view that
:epayers may initiate proeeings for either purpos-e,
intervention is te tak-e place after, an«l only after,
istees have corne ta a d'ecision, and, eubject te the
on. as te the effecet of the award of the arbitrators,
contrel the action whichi the trustees have determiined
nd te, prevent effeet being given ta the decision of the
s if it is opposed te their (i.e., the ratepayers) view as
t ought to be done.
adistinction is not one of more form, but of substance,

c provision as te the meeting of the. ratepayera is, in
the application of the principle of the. referendum,
provision for arbitration if the vo>te of the ra.tepayers
.e nega.tive on the proposition êubmitted te their vote,
i of opinion, for the reasons; 1 have givexi, that the
a talcen by the. appellants that the arbitratien and

set up by the respondeuts were unsanthorized and
ry, is weli taken,
P lerned Chief Justice was of the opinion that, the
tveing on -the f ace o! it a vs2lid awaa'4, i t w not proper
iruxine the questions raised as to it ou the motion


