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The provinoo st'bmitted to the arbitrators for deternuinatiun.
the amount of the principal of the CoMMon %choo! Fund toasoer.
tain which they Ïhould consider not oamy the auni held by the
Goverrnment of Canaïda but alzo "the amôunt lor which. Ontario
is liable." ln 1898 by award No. 2 the arbitrators determi;ned
that moneys remitted to purchasers of sehool landa un1ess madle
in fa;i and prudent administration, and uneollected purehase
money of patented lands, unless good cause were îhewn for non-
collection should be deemed moneys received by Ontario, and in
1899 the amount of liabilityr under these heads waa fixed by award
No. 4. In 1902 the Privy Couneil held that the arbitrators had no
jurisdiction to entertain a claim by Quebec to have Ontario
declared liable for the purchase money of sehool lande yet un-
patented allowed to remain uneolleet&îd for niany years. In mak-
ing their final award in 1907, the arbitrators refuaed an applica-
tion by Quebee for inclusion therein of the amoutt found due
froin Ontario for remiâsions and non-collections and held that
they had exceeded their jurisdiction in determininge such lia-
hility. On appeal from this deterinination emboditd in the
flnal aNward:-

H7eld, FITZPATRUCIC, C.J., and DurF, J., expressing no oplinion,
that the arbitrators liad no jurisdiation to deterinine the liaLility
of Ontario for moneys rein itted or niot collected. Âttorney-General
of Ont ario v. Attorney-General of Que bec (1908) £0C. 39
followed.

Hold, alSO, EITZPATRICK, C.J., and Durr, J., dissenting, that
a- ards Nos. 2 and 4 in so far as thoy determined this liability
were abgolutely nuli, and, therefore, not biniding on 01 aria.

Appeal disxuised.
La/ieur, K.C., and AimX Geoffrioni, K.C., for appellant. ,Sir

.Mmiluns Irving, K.. and Shepley, K.C., for respondent. Hogg,
K.C., for Dominion,

Que, i [June 10.
Oomp.ÀoNL D 'AQUEDUC DE LE JEusz-LonnETTE v. VERRETT.

Appeal - Maiter in controversy--Jurisdictio-n - Deinotion of
waterivorks--M1unicipal franchise.

In wn action for a declaration of the exclusive right to cou-
struet and operate waterworks, for an injunetion against the con-
.struction and operation of such workis by the defendants, an
order for the dezuolition of other works constructed by the clef en-
dents, and $86 damiages, an appeal wiUl fot lie to the Supremle


