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. : respon-
elected prior to the passing of the Act,” rehevidcﬁ:g truls)tee,
dent from the disqualification, as he had been ele sing of the
Or a member of the school board, prior to the pg : sustained.
Act. In my Opinion, this contention cannot -ea,l councils
The statute is dealing with members of e d prior 0
Ientioned in sec. 8 of the Municipal Act electe 1‘%cationy

. 1902, and their disquali

the
mbers of school boards. 123;) St
time of the disqualiﬁcation, I would refer to Regin
Rollo v Beard, 6 U, . L. J.N. S. 126.

I therefore holq that the election of the reSPondentre;isons
must be set aside ang a new election had. - For t-h ” ex rel.
mentioned at the end of the Jjudgment in Regmflth costs.
Rollo v, Beard, the respondent must be unseated wi
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RUSSELL v. EDDY.

a
Third PartysDismissal of 4 ctz’on—P}az’ntgﬁ" Ordered to Pay
Costs— Ry, 219—Discretion— 4 ppeal.

Appeal by plaintif from Judgment of MEREDITH, Y-
ismissing the action, an] directing that plaintiff should Paﬂ
the costs of 5 third party brought ip by defendant, as we
as defendant’y costs,

W, H

fendant, gh

Costs—

S to the merits at the arg:'
a8 reserved ag the question of costs.

The judgmeng of the Court (MEREDITH, C.J., MAC-
Manon, J )

*) Was now delivereq by

MEREDITH, e Was contendeq that the trial Judge

had 0 power under the Rules ¢, order a plaintiff whose

action iy dismiggeq t0 pay the costs of a third party, and in
: contention Tomlinson, v, Northern R. W. 80"

R, g50 226, and Williagg y. South Eastern R. W. Co.,

26 W. R, 352, were cited. g



