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) TOWNSHIP
IN RE CanaDIAN Paciric R, W. Co. AND COUNTY ANI |
OF YORK.

; ada, 1888—
Comtz'tutz'onal law— Railways—Crossings— Ratlway fl4 "E".:dg:: an:/i i
Powers of Raitway Committee of Privy Council— / :orpofations.
lenance of gates—Contribution to cost of—Municipa

. n order
The Railway Committee of the Privy Co.unC.ll of Can;dab:lllzi?ai Pacific
8ates and watchmen be provided and ma!ntamed by. the o tain streets
Way Company for the protection of the railway cros\S(mil;(S and other town-
ch traversed the City of Toronto, the townshlp of orh y orth limit of the
SUPS within the County of York, such crossings being at the n to should con-
'ty of Toronto, and that the corporation of the City of Toron
ibute ¢ the/ cost of erection and maintenance. ion of the city corpora-
SllbSequently, the Commiittee, upon the representation of t tribute part of
»Made an order that the township and county should con
4re of such cost originally allotted to the city. Railway Act of
Held, having regard to ss. 11, 18, 21, 187 and 188, of tge on the Parlia-
“"ada, 1888, that the British North America Act conferre .UE the Canadian
Meng ¢ Canada the exclusive legislative authority to deal wit . l.tion apon
Pacify. Railway and with the guarding of the crossings ; that legis ;arliamellt
Such 4 Subject was necessary legislation ; that the Dommlotn make such
could ang did confer upon the Railway Committee the power g mmittee to
Orders 55 those in question ; that it was within the power of the h:Court had
“termine What persons were interested in the crossings ; tha]t -t and that the
fo Power 14 review such decision, it being declared to be final.’. s. or in any
3t that the highways in question were vested in municipa l;-l;);rliament to
n_se Controlleq by them, did not in anywise limit the powers 0 to make the
Rislate fespecting the subject, or of the Railway Co.mmlttee subject to
ders iy question, but that the municipal corporations w'erete individual.
Suc legislation anci to the orders made thereunder as any priva
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» Q.C., and Angus MacMurchy, for the railway company.
A}'le.rwo
C

7tk, Q.C., for the township corporation. ]
¢ Rob;‘n,,,g,, a;md 7. H. Lennoxz, for the county corporatli«:)n-
<R Carlwrz;glzt, Q.C., for the Attorney-General for Ontario.



