
As to objurction No. 3, 1 eut inclined to thiiîk fiit striuti v a
byIwis necessary, .. That the point was open to the' ap-

pel1ants willîout the leaie of the lleferee appeais to be doiiibtftil,
foraiiongail the 25 objections set out in the notice of appeal,
ot ing i îd about the absence of a by-law. And, indeed, it,;

absncewasappaireîîty Dot even known to flic appellants until lfer
t lie heaéýrÎig '_ efore t lielre lied becît entered luponl ini tule Comrse

ut ,ib.01 lus -iiu,ýgeiiî, a by-law ivas pveuand tlic objece
tion), ýzo far as it tould b1w , cu red Thei-e is, therefore, Doiw a by-
law wljIih fully Lonaiiits the resporidents o the suiemîe; and tlie

appellantl',til îig on1 Ill liner-its, Sh'lild not bem allowed, utider the

A> to Objection -No. 4, tlns, in 11i.v opi nion, fails npl l> Illie

Tiiere is notlîiîug in objection N o. 5-. Thli riglit tu obtai dr-ain-
age aginst a D>ominiion railwi us 110w regîilated by secS. '250 anîd

2M5 of the llailway Adt, R. S. C. 190(6, clh. 3î7. And it %%,is iii
nn1 MOv tIle dutIy ofthie respondlnts to liai e miade aiîî appl1)îcatîoîl

under, tlîese sections before se iiig tlie repu oil op )i thle appellant s,
If their proceediîîgs liad been otherwise regular.

Th~Ie rernaÎing objec(tionis do îlot, 1 tluink, eal lfoi- e'ctendeîl

rmuark....
Ap 1>eîîl uliSnIiSsýed.

~~i~Lan ai AUAI,,J J.A, ach i'cd.
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Uorna tRc'lri, Iof Trade 1?reacl, Eipeh l
E.tenf of !?u8inesç Dore -1>rofi1 lc e r.Yoro
Judgmen'71f.

Appual b)y thue plaixitiffs frouîî t1 luie ore f aI)îiun]C rt
ô> O W. R. I?2, varvîng fln' order oft ,Nu ii, ', _1ý 4). W. R1. '26,

mîadle 11pon anl appeal to hini froînl a re ortf thîe loa îste, lit


