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COURT OF APPEAL.

JANUARY 15TH, 1913.

i *CITY OF TORONTO v. FOSS.
Uniey, :
S Ziec,o,rpomtwns——Preve'ntion of Use of Buildings as
54101\;2 or “Manufactories”—Municipal Act, 1903, sec.
Y-law—Ladies’ Tailoring Business.

A
27 OPII;)?I by the Plaintiffs from the
L oy 2ute 150,
City of’ pet Bolding tht

order of a Divisional Court,
reversing the judgment of MipbLE-
q oront, hat a building in Avenue road, in the
bwe-uing‘hous % Occupied by the defendant and used as his
USinegy Wase and ‘3‘1'?0 for the purposes of a ladies’ tailoring
gie&ning of .{)Ot & “manufactory’’ or a ‘‘store,”’ within the

la of the M y.‘l_aW of ithe plaintiffs, passed pursuant to sec.
9, Unicipal Act, 1903, as enacted by 4 Edw. VII. ch.

Th
MAGEEe :Dpeal Was hearq py
G, i% e ODGINS, JJ A
GP&YSon %éryf K.C., for the plaintiffs.
Th "ith, for the defendant.
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n v i ovin ' *E R #
plainti&sv_mlatlﬂn oh; g that the defendant carries on busi-

GaArrROW, MACLAREN, MEREDITH,

€ Provisions of the by-law i on the

> and A 0 e by S up
o ito @ defencIla?tI:npt think that they have proved it. ;
Shop, i bettep 3 ouse could in any sense be deemed a shop

.. . deseription ia L b ‘
Wopk_CCAUSe 1 ption would, ave no doubt, be a
legiblzh?p; but !aslsa Uunesplopably used to some exten‘; as a

Hon; 3¢ S1OP it is not within the by-law or the
¢ brought, if at all, within them, only as



