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RUDDY v. TORONTO) EASTEiRN I1.W. Mo

Raiway-Expropritiuu of L dCtec~ain-Aririo
Aýward-AIppl llRai!way Act, R.S.('. 1906o ch. 37, sec. 20,9.

Appeal by Ernest L. R1uddy, by3 special leave, froin the judg-
-ment of the Supremne Court of Canada reversing the judgrnent
of the Second Divî.sional Court of the Appellate Division, lRe
Ruddy and Toronto Eastern 1i.W. Co. (1915), 7 O.W.N. 796f.

The respondents took for the purposes of tlîeir rail-wayj) par of
the appellant's land near Toronto. An arbitrationi to Ills te
compensation payable to the appellant was held 1)y three arbi-
tratorsý- under the Railway Act, R.S.C. 1906 eh. 37, undfer %vhiicli
Act a valid award may be made by any two of the arbitrators,
By an award of two of the arbitrators the copestin ls

a8esdat $3,500. The appellant appealed, under ,uc. 201) of
the Act, to the Supreme Court of Ontario (Appellate Division),
which increased the award to $13,850, the amount fourni hy the
dissenting arbitrator. Upon a further appeal to the Supreme
Court of Canada, the original award was restore1, by a znajority
of three Judges to two.

The appeal was heard by a Board üomWoýd of LORtD BUCK-
MASTEr, LORD DuNEDIN, LORD PARER OF WADDINGTON, LORD
PÂJWmooR. and LORD WRENBURY.

D. L. McCarthy, K.C., and T. L. Monahan, for the
appellant.

C'lauson, K.C., and J. A. MeEvoy, for the respondents.

,LoRD BUCKMASTER, in delivering the judgment of the Board,
said that in an appeal under sec. 200 of the llnilway Act the awtard

6-12 Q.W.N.


