
elected prior te the passing of tii. Act," relieved the reSPeWl
oraden e o f the sulfc in au he had been elected trulste',oa e e Ofth seliool board, prier te the passing Of th,Act.inm o.pinion, thscontention cannot b. sustained.The. statute is dealix>g wit~h members of municipal. ceUflii

eten sn oec 80 Of th" Mun~icipal Act eleted prir teth assn of te the Act of 1902, and their disqualificatiefl,and fot t e etion o eneso eolbad.A etitime of the disqualifi O ebeso sho oadAst hRoue ' Beard ation I would refer te Regina ex rel.Ro"Ov Bard 6 U 0.L. J. N. S. 126.I therefore hold that the election of*the respondentmust be set aside and a new election had. 'For the reasofisM61ntjoed at the end ef the judgmient in Regina ex rel.RoIIe v. Beard, the. rosPendent must be unseated with ceetS.

FZB]RuARY 27TE, 1903.

DIVlsIo)NÂL COlURT.

RU'ýSSELL v. EDDY.
Cûsj-. T ird Pary. is~ s ~of4c1è>tPj~ j~~ 'Ordkird ta ay>

Apptal by plaintifr fromn judgnent ef MICRIEDITKf, 
'd'lInllliigthe actioni, and directîng that plaintiff should psYth Ot f a third arty bas defenldat,, cûsts. Pa bought ini by defendant, as w.1'

W. Hl. Blake, R-.. for defendantcneddta 
ofendan t. shOuld inA a»y event pay the contne ta eT. E dCStS of the. third party.E- sd'n, Brachridgee for defendant, centra.The appeal was dism .d eisa h rm et j dg It~ W s res erv.d as t e) the question of coste.TAIIN udgment of the Cour t (MERBIEDITHI C.a., MAC_M ojJ.) was now delivered by

haRdT, powe contended that the trial Judgeadtine Poe diulnder the Rules to) order a plaintfi' whoe4acptio i rns. te pay the ceats Of a third party, and in*~~r ftscOntention Tornlinsnv otenR .C.26 P.. 419, 526, and William8 fls v. otenRW.C,2W 352, were cite,, v. Suth Eastern R. W. Co.,


