
TORONPtO R.W. CO. v. CIT2Y OF~ TOJ

it would make no differeuce wh
damages for breach of contract or
Dpnion of their Lordships, the payr
s for tort commnittedl in the bix-,

Appeal di&i

R.ONTO R.W. CO. v. CITY 0F

,,ay-Penlty for Non-complirnce vi
ty and Municipal Board--Conjiri
V. ch. 92, sec. 17 (O.)-Failure f0

onal Cars within Time Fixed lby Ord
y Griven by sec. 260a of Onitario Raei
,ending Act 8Geo. V. ch. 30, sec. 4-

Sof Provincial Legislaiure-British
U1 (2e7), 92~ (15)-Enforcing Comp
-Lapse of. Time Fixed liy Previowi
of Roard-Punî8hment of Pas4 L

-Penalty Imposed wcithout Notice to
of Roard-"$uperior Court."

eal by the Toronto Rt-ilway Coxni
e Appellate Divisîon of the Supreni
SR.W. CO. and Cit.y of Toronto (1

a order of the Outrjo lUalway and
,pril, 1918, requiring the appellait
i., respondents, the sum of $24,OOQ.

peal was heard by YISCOUNT FINL,
SHAW.

Clauson, KOC., and D. L. MeCa

?eary KOC., and Irving S. Fairty,

NT CAVE~, readig the judgmneit of t
facts, that it wMs contended, firat,

tilway Act, as enacted by 8 Geo. '1

-onstrued as authorising the imposi
mnce, deait With a criminal atter
ý powvers of the Provincial Legisla.


