
550 T'he Canada La-u _7ourtia.Ot.î

provisions of one of its by-laws, which was granted by the Stzj.;rior Court,
whose judgment was reversed by the Court cf Review, and the petitioii for
mandanius dismissed. B. then instituted an appeal from the latter judgrnieît
to the Supreme Court of Canada ; and on motion -to quash such appeai,

Held, that the case was flot within the Provisions Of 54-55 Vict., c. 2;, s. 4,
allowing appeals from the Court of Review in certain cases ; and tlie
appeai not coniing (rom the Court of Queen's Bench, the court of highest resort
in the Province), there was no jurisdiction to entertain it. Danpon v lrqi,ç
3 S.C.R. 251, and AfcDonald v. .4bbOi, 3 S.C. R. 278, followed,

Appeal quashed withnut costs.
Ethier, Q. C., for the motion.
Weir, conto-,z.
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1e<4, that where there is a conviction for an 'offence under the by.law set
out in the schedule to R.S.O., c. 2o5, as distinguished from any of the provisions
in the Act itisef, an appeal will lie (romi such conviction to the Quarter Sessions,
notwithstanding section i t2, which bas no application,

She>p/ey, Q.C., for the applicants.
Ay/esworl*, Q.C., for the defendants.

Master ini Chambers.] LO)ct. Z.
YoVrNG v. ER[i, & HuikoN RAILwAy Co.

I'artiùuar-Denand-Coni61iance- Restrictioti.

Where a party complies with a demnand for particulars of his claim, litwijl!
flot be restricted at the trial to the particulars given by him, without any order
for the purpose.

Molsten for the plaintiff.
W H. Blake for the defendants.


