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)k care to ascertain whether they were satisfactory on engineer-
r. grounds to the city corporation. In effect, there was no
Ferenoe on engineering grounds between the city corporation
d th appellants when the Board finally approved the plans for
"rrYing a spur-uine on the level across the sidewalk on the west
le of Yonge street; and, in these circumstances, no0 further con-
It was required. ln the event of any difference arising between
ý parties as to anything to be done under the terms of the
meement, the agreement contains an ample arbitration clause.
The appeal should be allowed with costs here and in the

ýurt below.
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