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ning frani the City of Toronto into the Township of York, the Une of railway
being at the place in question the boundary between the two niunicipalities,
and ordered the cast of maintenance to be pair! in certain proportions by the
railway company, the city, ti.e township, and the county.

hev/d, per B3URTON, C,J.O., and MACLENNAN, J.A., that, assumning the
validity af legislation conferring jurisdiction on the Railway Comniittee, their
powers were limited ta persans or rnunicipalities invoking the exercise ai their
jurisdiction, and that their order was invalid sa far as it imposed a burden
upon the township and county.

Per Ost.FR, J.A., that the legislaadon was intra vires, and that the township
and county were persons interested within the mc'Lning af the Act, and subject
ta the jurisdictian of the Railway Coammittee.

Per MbRrDi'H, J., that the legislation was intra vires, but that the
cauinty was nat a persan interested. flot being uiîder any responsibility for the
maintenance of the highway in question.

Per Gt4urian, that the decisian ai the Railway Committee upan a subject,
and in respect af persans, within its jurisdiction, cannot bie reviewed or inter-
fered with by the court. In the resuit thejudgment of RasE, J., 27 O.R. ;5%9
was aflwed as ta the Cotirty of York, and dismnissed as to the Township of
York.

A4y/e.wor/h, Q.C., for the Township ai York. C. C. Robinsron, for the
Cautnty of Yoark. Rioinson, Q.C., and A. Maicdlure/zy,tior the Canadian Pacific
Railvay Company. f. R. C'rwhQ.C., for the Attorney-General for
Ontario.

Froîn lalconlbridige.] FAWKES 71. (;RWVFIN. [Jan. i .
&eiîler-itft)n'y in Ilittelý of-Peytelit b Court- De/ai- A /tacrhtiet--

or>dé' -Maé la rescind-De/ay-fre'/r/eySe:f ordier for
~ayzeI- /univ/znen-/~. S 188&7, C. 67, ss. 6, i-Vtirhn/n

betqveen receiver enwi so/ici/<,r--Cliiipt of reeeiver uOon Pnoney in his
/ouzde.
On June 27. 1895, an order wvas niade ini this action b>' conisent, appaint-

ing thi defendant's salicitor receiver in the action until Sept. 3. i8g9. ta collect
tHe relits ai thie preinises iii question, and directing that he should pass bis
accounts befare tHe ïMaster, and pay into court the balance wilîi might from
tinie ta tinte be certified ta% be iii lus hands. On AuIgUSt 28, 1895, the plain.
tiff's solicitar wvrote ta the receiver, asking that the inatter iîight rernain as it
'vas until October. The receiver swore tlîat he thereupaui called an the plain-
tiffs solicitar, and an understanding was arrived at between thetn b>' which
lie wvas ta continue ta act as receiver uintil a motion sliould be made ta dissolve
or continue the injunctian, and tlîat ail moncys which he collected as receiver
were ta renmain in his hands until the disposition ai the action, when he under-
tnok to pay themn aver, and an this understandiung lie consented to allow the
môtion ta continue the injunictian ta stand sine die. In Oct., t895, the
receiver pftssed bis accaunts, and on the 22nd af that month the Master cer-
tified tliat $266.64 was in the receiver's bands ta be paid into court as directed


