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itue opin i , ti wa sufiiiQft, and that a yIaL
noft iieessar, ;mnd that tlie ease is niot governeti by. se î 2ý
and 32l of thei Mnfiii.pal Aet. Defendants were not eei

rr11 pou P r under l i j th;at A (t. 'lhe matter, 011o1,epnd~
upoji 0w onrc of' the, parties, amd-i wher a byv-law iz n-

11uire1d aý ind cas 14. it isý -') exPresed Trh action 1-,
th onIl uiponi th engineer's rep)ort îii oiher mnatters in_

in'~e to il delerminat ion ils elsewbere aiosv x r
as"aprva.""confirmation," or Theuton

tlin wih ecnisoperative is the icugiiýinv'> loternjnj
ioii, arid the, approj-val of the council niav, 1 11111k, be(nli

fested 1w' a reýsoltioni>r adopting it. Tl'ie deirnof Til
Couýirt ili Port Arthur Higli Sehool Boardl v. Tonof Fort

\Villiamij. 215 A. P. 522, warrants us ini so liolding. A!nd u
Iwsv. Alexander, 24 S. C. R. 551, 558. TPhe cas4e iý, not

withini lhe decision of the Supreme, Court of Caniada in.
Li.roland Milton R. W. C'o. v. Town of Lvro.,i

C'. 1. 180)..

5.Lastly, 1 ain or opinlion that plaintiffs an, enititled t
anirl etanîgdfnat from running, the( cars tipon

t heir railwav ep ini aceordanceý with the( dletgermination e-,
theenine as fo the stopping places. Thev hiave, ,Ovvnantk<ý

tob do se, anid there ils, ini the eireumstanices olf the easc
grafr lflinlty, in enjoining them from llitin

hrac c teir cevenant than there was in City or l1aiijtý
v. IamitonStreeýt IP. W. C'o., 10 0. L. R. l;4 G i. W, .

20,recoentlv hforo uls. I refer. te the ca.s(,, tlere e-it41
P>. 59ai te .. Wolverhbaiptonl v.Erno,[SQ'
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