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Acilon] 1) t, v Ci.orporation of' theý L'itv of Trnofoi. anl iw
juncl(tioln rtaiingth)(f' dn froinatrg a ceortain
apartiefrit bose t Ilp. vomer1' ot* l'aj1lier1to aven and 11:11.
bordl street Ii thei eýity, w1thout ~umtiga plail of 11he alitra~
tions to the Cit1v ArhtemidSprnedn of Biuildingîs.

Thew a(tîion was ftried by 3MmnJ )1 1 Er oýN, wi1th1lou a1f juilry at
Toronito.

Irving S, Fairty, for tho plintiff corporation.
J1. R. Rouf, for tho (lefelidalit.

M1IDL ,ET9 )'s J . :-Th11is p1)nr ticu d lar apri imeiuit hiou isi h- bee.4n.r
the- subjvot of' 11nuch litigation. 'Phi hiousd aus originafly' vontem111
plilted( violateýd errtain bujilding reýstrictions, and iii the actioni
of Ho01len v. Ryan) (112 i (>.W.N. 18,Mr. Justice Tet

.go declitred. Sbeetlamenvrdoi an odifle'd plans wr
sulbnxitted( Io the, City rhivt who re iedt sanction thev
changres proposed. A motion wýas tilon mlade for a inaidaitoryv
order ,ompl-lingl thie rhtetto approve, of theq plans. Th ia

wsrefused (sec Ryan v. MeCallum (1912), 4 O.W.N. 19:i)
111(eaon assigrned being that what wals then Sought wssv ili

effeet a new permit, and in the meantimec the. munivipality hall
pasda by* -hiw prohibiting thev eýr(tion of aipartinent hOulse.

iii th'.oalt in question, and a1so bauethe building did tiot
t-orpl v with thie reýquirenients of an amewndinent to theIii iling

by-1aw which had been made ini the mevantimev, withrerec
to opin spaee and yard arca.

IIow the. difficvulties occansionied byv this decision were got over
1 ain tint informned; but the building was prceetded with. A
motion was inade, in the action of' Holden v. Ryvan for an order
for the destrucition of the building upon the, ground that. even
in its altered form,. it violated thic building restrictions and wag


