
RAY v. 'WILLSON. 1 () 0

ini whichi there is such an issue as that raised on the motion te
qua.-h in tliis case the facts whieh the appellants desire to establish
mighit be admissible in evidence, 1. arn of opinion that they have
s0 sliglit a bearing upon tlie question of the validity of the by-law
aýs to be practically a negligible quantity.

In view of this, I do not think that the Court shoulçI permit
the inquiry into the business transactions with the express coin-
pany of persons net parties to the litigation wbichi the appellants
desire to enter upon; and even in the case of the applicant and
Sing Lung, theugh they have made affidavits, 'and the inquiry, as
far a- their transactions with the express cornpany arc conoerned,
might tend to shew that their staternents as te tÉeir inconie froi*
their bus1nesses are unt rue, there is ne reason why the, saine con-
d-usion hoild net be reaehed. Besides, tlie Court sbould iect iLs
face againaýt permittÎn- unnecessarily to be increased the cos of
litigation, as they would be if sucli an inquiry as is desired were te
be permitted te be had.

In my. view, the que tien as to what thie Chinese laundrymen
ean earn in their business in Chatham ifforc1g ne test for <lterînin-
ing the validity of the by-law. On thc statients of the applicant
and Sing Ln.the real cemplaint is net aglainst flic~5 license
fee, but ag-ain:t thei provision of the by-law wlîich it i, ,siid renders
it iwevesai-ry% for thec laundrymen te live elsewLicre thkan in thieir

laudrisThat is a provision passed or assuiicid te be pa ýscd te)
Sýtf1-1ard the pulivhalth, and tlhe question whether, if it is (i-Il
foreed, h hnseludye wÎll net be able te continue in
businessý, for i. reaon aSsige hy the~ ippliint. bas practically
no ern on thie flicbewen h parties.

In rny view, the enids of jusïtice wilt lie best served by disi ig
the appeal. As the queýtîen raised by it is te some extenlt a e
oie, if will be proper te make ne order as te ftic costs olf the
appeau.
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