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HIGM COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Queen's Benck Division.

STEET, J.] [April x8.
IN Rz H1Lns AND THE CITI V TORONTO.

ýilfnicpalcolratin-Cnstucton f sidmwa!k-" Disirzble it, 1r /blic
interert'-Consolidated Mu, ala Ac, r8pt 6â()

Held, that ta consider and determine whether a sidewalk is desirable in
the public interest within the meaning of s. 623 (b) of the Consolidated Munici-
pal Act, 1892, is a judicial Rct, and before a municipal corporation reach a
conclusion upon the point the persans ta be affected should bave notice and be
perrnitted ta show, if they can, that the proposed sidewalk ïs not desirable in
the public interest ; and where uuch notice liad not been given, except by
advertisement in the newspaper, which had flot came ta the attention of the
applicant, wha had been called upon ta pay the assessment for surh sidewallc,
the by.law for the canstructi>n of it was quashed, so far as it purported ta
affect the property of the applicant.

The applîcant in persan.
Casweli for the city af Toron ta.

Chan'5cerV Division.

ARMOUR, C.J.] [Jan. 8.

Iutsdilin o HiliCoutcf jutice trevoke etsofamntrin
,,~ ~ ~ ~ ~ rneb Su.jt Cur .hVN. elr fainns a o

No uridicio exstainor bas ever been conferred upon the High Court
ai justice ta revoke the grant, by a Surrogate Court, af letton aif adminis-

V trat ion.
~ <iIrvngQ.C., and Dyce Saunders for the plaintiff.

~ S. /l. Blake, Q.C., and Du Vernet for the defendar t.

Div'l Court.] Mrhi
REoINA v. GILES. M ch.

The defendant was in possession of and occupied a tent in a village, open
4A te and frequented by the public ta tbe number af tlfty te anc bundred per day,

in which there was a telegraph wîre ta an incarporated race-track in the United
States, where borse-racing and betting was legalized, and in wbich there was a


