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CIAL GOMMITTEE 0F ThE-PRIVY COUNCIL.

DECEMBER I&ru, 1919.

r0R0NTO R.W. CO. v. CITY 0F TORONTO.

ional Law--Order of Dominion Railway Board for Pay-
£ bij Provincial Raihvway Company of Part of Cost of Bridge
C<rryinig Highway, with Tracks of Provincial Company
?on over Tracks qf Dominion Railway Companies-Powera
ýominion Parliament-British North America Act, sec. 92-
binion Railway Act, R.S.C. 1906 ch. 87, sec8. 59, 237,
(8 & 9 Edw. VII. eh'. 82)-Interest of Provincial Railway
ýpany in Works-Makîng Order of Railway Board a Rule
Uourt-Railoay ,Act, sec. 4i6-Itra Vires-A ppeal Io
icial Commitee-SpecÎal Leave to Appeal Directly from
,Y8 of Railwayr Board-Prerogalive of Croivn--Court of
eid-Petition for Special Leave--Long Delaey in Applipsg
,inocent Misrepresentalion as Io Reason, for Ddabnj--Power
e8oind Special Leave.

ýpeaI by the. Toronto Railway Company (by specia le.ve
idicial Coxnmittee) from three orders.
first of these orders was mnade on the 3rd July, 1909, by
r~d of Railway Commissioners for Canada, anid directed
Tor6nto Railway Company should bear a certain ro

>f the cost of the. construction of a bridge which the or
ofteCt fTrnowsb h re uhrsdt

b for the. purpoee of carrying the highway of Quoeen etreet
routo, with the. tracks thereon of the Toronto Rsilway
y, a provincial railway, over the tracks of the. Cosiadian
Lailway Company, the. Grand Trumk Railway Company,
,anadian Nortiiern Railway Comnpany, 8J1 tliree Dominion

aecond order was dated the. 30th Novemboe, 1917, and
Railway Board directed that the. Toronto Railway Com*

3 caae and ail others so marked to b. reported in the. On".w


