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the fences and cattie-guards being suitable and ýjufficient ta pre-
vent cattie and o!i.-i' ailnals froni getting off the highways on
to the railway.

Hl.d, that the railway eýoïpnny having neglected the pro-

visions of the above s(,etion and the animais having froni such Me
neglect got upon the railway and wcerc killed, the railwa.) coin-

pany was liable; an,, it made no difference in this liability that

the cattie had strayed through the landq of an adjoininig owner.

Clresiike, K.C., for plaintiff. Shirley Dmnisoei. for defen-

dants.

plrovince of iflOva Zcotit.

SUPREME COUR:

FuIl Court.] [Nov. 17.

aie f ods illnO blisin css.

A ter elte coaliloncelioent of their actioni plaiîîtiffis apphied

to a jucige of the court for ati interini injuniction to restrain,

defendant corporation f rom er:in on bulsinless or dealing wvith

the corporate funlda peouding the triail of the action. The

grounds, supported by a nlunibor of affidavits. Nwere (1) that

eertain persons appointed to ot'fice in the cotincil %vere not per-

sons ivho under the mile.s of the Associat ion were qulalifled ta

hold office, and (2)> thakt eeortin lo)dgeýs of the Association werc-

flot properly represented at the Illetin'~ of council at which

suel officiais were appointed.
The learned Judge dlismlisseod the application with casts,
holin tatthe le-alit. otf the j1ppointmnent of thIe officiis in

question sholuld net ho decidoil agilinst defendanits on an inter-

locutory application. and that it, wvs 119t ne('Lssaty todcd

the rights of the lodges to ropresentation at tfeic meeting atî
wvhich the apiioinitilt5t wereiee it ilot heîngr shewn that

any differenlt reiluits would hiavo followped; and also that ta

grant the in.iunetiofi wOI1u l l,( ta e fi effect of prcventing the Ï

djefendant corporation from ingbsns or c'îrry'mg an its
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