
ONt <\TAReIO 4ELEKLY REPIOReTERI.

Os1~R,.J. :-"orthe purpose of tltii ai>iliea-ttii, 1 mia%
properly hold, upon the affidavit filed and the note of thi
judgrnent, that flic anount involved is upwards of $1,00(l.
Thiere is a judgmient for dainage., for tiiber already eut.ii
$565, followed by a judgment for au injonction restradining
defendants frorn removing the tituber reinaiigi on th*-
lots, sworn to he of the value of .$800( or thereabouts , whie.h.
if the judgrnent is wrong, the defendants, by the very te-rnie
of the judgment, must lose if it stands. So 1 think that 1
have jurisdîction. to make the order. 1 tbink also thiat 1
oUglht to niake it, as a I)ivisional Court would probabiv feelI
itself bound to, follow the judginent of a former )ix isionaI
Court in I)olan v. Baker, 5 0. W. IL 229, 10 0. L. R. 29
ttpon which, as counsel infornu mie, the t rial Judge auted.

An order, therefore, is granted givilg defendant leavf-
to appeal' direct to this Court, passîng over the Divisýîiinal
Court.

The order should reelte, 'ami it aj>pIearîing thiat thv
inatter in controversy ini the appeal exeeeds the sunii or
value of $1,000 exclusive of c-osts, and therefore thaât an
appeal would, lie front the. deeision of the Court of Appeiil
tii the Sttpretne Court of Cnd.

('usts of the tîppliitat iOn tu be euýst- ini th au tse.
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Iclwu-Inuryto Land by Layinqg Di)ble Trarks-ActIOm
for I)aimage-Remedy by Arbitration undér RailwÀay AcI
-Parm, Ci-oesing-Blockîig by Ih'apitiq up1jw-e

tioabl W au -Lia i atan.of Tinte for Bin gýinig A chtio
-1<?lockinq of oris lses<n fI>tge-o,<

Action to reeover damages for injury to plaîntiff's, farni
b' thec laying of trucks by defendants aeross if.

BoYD, C. :->art 6f the damages elaimed ini thîs case,
arises frorn the defendants having so raised thie new line of
rails fonniug the double traek whbere it erle iintiff'»


