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HIffil C'OURIT D)IVISION.

MIDDLÉTON, J., IN CîîAiMîsPI1s. Muulvî 97

*OTTAWA SEI>ARATE S( H OOL, TRIISTI-A-S v I Bl
BANK.

*OTTAWA SEIPABATE SCHOOL TRUSTEES v.BANK OF
OTTAWA.

*OTAWAX SEPAIIATE SCHOOL TISESv VI1Y

Gonsolidation of Actions-Addition of Parties At1ornuiGen rai
Avoidance of Miltiplicity cf Actions -. Judicatuire Art, li.S.).
1914 ch. 56, sec. 16 (h) -Ruies 66-6.9, 13,,0('ss

The 'se thru'e actions followed thc deternnination by the 1>riýv

Council of three previous actions. In Mackell v. Ottawa Separatt'
School Trustees, the judgment of the Appellate DivisÎin (1915>.
34 O.L.R. 335, was affirmed by the Judicial Comnnittee, whicli
held that the regulations of the Ontario Department of Ed(ueatioit
governing separate schools were valid. In 0ttawa Separate
School Trustees v. City of Ottawa and in Ottawa zSeparate School
Tru8teffl v. Quebec Bank, the judgment of the Appell1ate, Division
(1916), 36 O.L.R. 485, was varied, and the Aet of the Ontario
Legîsiature appointilg a Commission to ma-nage thc schools iii
place of the trustees ivas declared ultra vires and invalid, and.
liberty was rcserved to the appellants (the trustees) to apply te
the Supreme Court o>f Ontario for relief in accordance with this
declaration. The trustees did flot-apply in tîn' former action.$,
but brought three new actions, the third one heing against Murphy
anid others, the members of the Commission app oint ed under the
statute which ivas declared ultra vires, to roce ver 884-,000 paid to
the Commission from seî>arate school taxes bolee y the

*This eaue and à1l others so marked to be reported iii the. Ontario,
Law Reportfk
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