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,d trial Judge havîng assessed the damnages at
ent should be entered for the plaintiff forthat
3osts of the action and of'-this appeal.

.!-I agree in the resuit.

DJ. :-I agree.,

IBERS.FEBRUAny 4TH, 1911.

î-. WARNER v. SRELTON AND WOODS.

~cin-Quo -Warranto Application-Parties..
Respondents-Grounds of Objection Common to

nzicipaI Act, 1903, sec. 225-Form of Recognis-

bhe relator, in the nature of a quo warranto, to
)of the two re spondents as reeve and council-

*of thic village of Mimico.
was based 0on various grounds as agàinst the

s; .but flot on the same grounds in ail respects.

on coxning on for hearing, J. M. Godfrey, for the
ýjected that the proceeding was irregular, and
'notion should be dismissed.
.C., for flic relatoi<'

:-Mr. Godfrey relied on the construction of sec.
iiicipal Act, 1903 (9 Edw. VIL. ch. 19), given
ini Regina ex rel. Bnrnham v. Hagerinan and
R. 636. It is there laid down, for clear and

in a considered judginent, that it is only whereor ground of dis qualification is alleged that
ioinder> of respondents. W hile holding that t~he
re both duly qualified, the learned Judge is
it 4he close: "The~ motion must therefore. unon


