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Ontario.] WASHIN~GTON v'. GRAND) TRUNK R. W. Co. [Dec. 9, 1897.
Railway-52l Vici., c. .79, s. 26o (D.)-Ralway eroiçings-Packing railwy

frogs, wing-rais, etc.-Negligence.
The proviso of the fourth sub-section of section 262 of "Tht Railway

Act," 5'1 ViCt., C. 29 (D.), does not apply te the fillings referred to in the third
sub-section, and confers no power upon the Railhn. Comimittee of the Privy
Council te dispense with the fillings in of the spaces behind and in front of
railway frogs or cros-ings and the fixed rails of switches during the winter
months. Judgment of the Court of Appeal for Ontario (24 Ont. App. R. 183)
reversed. Appeal allowed with costs.

Staunion, for the appellant. iVeCarthzy, Q.C., for the respondents.

Quebec.] l'ENRAV1-T 7' GAUTHIER. [Feb. 16.
Trade unio- L-ombiqiion in restraint of trade-Sirikes-Social o~ressure.

Workmen who in carrying eut the regulations of a trade union forbidding
them te work at a trade ini company with nen-union workmen, without threats,
violence, intimidatien or other illegal means take such measures as resuit in
preventing a non-union workman frem obtaining employment at his trade in
establishments where uaîion workmen are engaged, do flot thereby incur
liability te an action for damages. Appeal dismissed with cests.

Lagfeur and Lanctot, for appellant. Geofrion, Q.C., for respondent.

Quebec.] MACDONALD v. GALI VAN. [Feb, :!6.
4.»~ea --Juis':d'o - ppalah'aiiomnt - jVontlidy allowance-Future

r4'h1s-l Other ,'zatCr and things -R .C.c. r3s r. 29 (b)- -56 Vict,,
'UC. 29 (.)btb/zdjuris,6rude'nce in Court aAljea/ed frein.

In an action en eeara//on de paernite the plaintiff claimied an allowance
of $15 per nmontli until the child <then a miner aged four years and nine
inontlis> should attain the age of ten years, and for an aliowance of Seo per
month thereafter 'luntil such time as the child should be able te support and
provide for hiimself." The Court below, following the decisien in Lisolle V.
I)esc/u'eacu, 6 Legal News, 107, held that under ordiriary circumstances, such
an allowance would cease at the age cf fourteen years.

H-Ihi, that the demande must be understoed te be for allowances only up
te the time the child should attain the age of fourteen years and ne further, se
that apart frei the contingent character cf the dlaimi the demande was for
less than the sumi or value of two thousand dollars, and consequent]y the case
%Vas nt appealable under the provisions cf the twenty-ninth section cf " The
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act," and that, even if an amount or value cf
more than two thousand dollars miight become involved under certa-n contin-
gencies as a consequence cf the judgmenç of the Court below, ne appeal
wveuld lie. Ro'dier v. La.tOier.-e, 21 S.C.R. 69, folewed.

Ne/a;, aIsa, that the nature cf the action and demande did flot bring the


