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il was argued l or the plaintiffs that the injunctiù
by the judgment was limited to earryig on or being
in the laundry business inthe city of Toronto, and t
reàtraint being reasonable, the Court should uphold
ment to that extent. The answer is, that the Court ci
out of the unreasonable distance 'a distance which
reasonable. To do se wonld in effect be making a neý
flot that to which the parties agreed.' See Baker v.
39 Ch.D. 520.

The appeal should be allowed and the judgmaenti
dismissing the action be restored, -with costs throughov

MEREDITHi and 'MAGEE, JJ.A., agreed that the apj
be allowed, for reasons stated by each in writing.

'GA&uow and MACLAREN, JJ.A., also concurred.
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Appeal by the plaintiff from the taxation, by thei
ing Officer at Toronto, of the costs of the several


