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vote was had in favour of a third» 
site called the C. site.

In an action by the other trustee- 
and some ratepayers to have it de- 
clared that the last mebting was il
legal, and to restrain building on the 
C. site in which it appeared that 
fifty out of sixty-aeven ratepayers- 
approved of the latter site. It was

Held, that the necessary pre-requi- 
site under sec. 64 of the statute, of 
taking the opinion of the ratepayers, 
had been complied with, and the se- 
lection made was the T. site: that 
no change of a school site should be 
made without the consent of a ma- 
jority of ratepayers present at a 
special meeting called for that pur
pose, and that under the circum- 
stances of this case the school site 
had been ascertained and fixed by' 
the first meeting, but it was compe- 
tent for the second meeting to change 
the site with the consent of the neces- 
sary majority.

The whole tendency of recent

teacher, that caused the boy’s re- 
moval: that the passing of the 
lution as to apologizing was not an 
expulsion : that the teacher in not 
instructing the boy was not acting 
under the trustees’ direction; and 
that they 
compelling her to give the instruc- 
tion.

Qucere, whether in 
this malice must not be shewn,unless 
followed by some act amounting to 
assault or trespass ; and whether a 
inandamus, and not an action, was 
not the proper remedy.

The action of the trustees 
ceeäing in the absence and without 
notice to the parties interested, and 

■ also the unreasonable conduct of the 
Lther, commented on. In re The 
Minister of Education and Mclntyre 
v. The Public School Trustees of sec- 
tion Eiglit in the Township of 
lUanchard et al, 439.

not liable for not

such a case as

in'

2. New school section—Selection 
of school site—Change of same— amendments of the education Acts 
Necessary requisites under 48 Vic. has been to give the rural school see- 
ch. 49, sec. 64—C osts.]—A new rural tions greaterpowers of self-regulation 
school section being formed, it be- and self-govevnment, and theLourts 

for the then trustees should not be as tu te to mterfere un- 
less theie has been a plain violation 
of the statute, or a manifest usurpa- 
tion of juvisdiction, or a reckless dis- 
regard of individual rights.

The action was therefore dis
missed, but without costs, as it w as 
a new point, and the statute was not 
plainly expressed. Wallace et al. v. 
The Board of Public School Trustees 
for Union School Section Number 
Nine of the Toumship of Lobo, in the 
County of Middlesex, et al., 648.

ca me necessary
to provide a school site, <fcc. A pub- 
lic meeting of the ratepayers 
csdied pursuant to 48 Vic. c. 49, sec.

(O.), which nearly all the rate- 
payers attended, when the site T. 
was chosen by a majority Vöte of 
botbithe ratepayers and trustees as 
iigtrinst the J. C. site.

A complaint against this result 
was lodged with the School Inspec- 
tor under p. 32 of the statute, which 
led to his making attempts to have 

icable adjustment of the diffi- 
culty, the outcome of which was that 
two of the trustees gave notice ot a 
subsequent meeting for the purpose 
of changing and selecting a school 
aile, at which meeting a unanimout*
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