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determîne a complaint against the return of a member to, serve
in the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba otherwvise than in pro-
ceedings under the Manitoba Controverted Elections Act,
R.S.M. 1902, o. 34. ReginGi v. Priedhonre,. 4 M.R. 259, followed,

The court has powcr, however, to deal N'ith the defaults; and
misconduet of election. oCfers atid compel theni to perforn.2 their
publie. duties.

An inirimn injunction hiad been imucd restrainig the defen-
dJant, tht etuiming officer, his servants and agents froxu deliver-
ing hie return to the clerk of the Exceutive Council. Defendant
had already handed the retturn to, an expre-s% coiupany for trans-
mission, and the agent of the eompany was notifled of the in-
juinction, but delivered tho retrirn in spite of it.

Hold, that sucli agent was flable to he cominitted, not tecli.
nically for a brcaeh of the injunu.tion, but for a contempt of
court tending to obstruct the course of justice:- Kerr on In-
ý.u!lctioflS, 599.

Htdsoii, K.C., and Coynir, for plaintift'. Dewiistoiin, K.C.,
for defendant.

NUathers, C.J.] [August 1.
REx SCHRAOWx AND CITY 0P WINNIPEG.

Railtcay comipanty-Compe nsatio n-La nd injuriotisly ci/Tccted,
thougL not encroached uponi by îvork-UWiinipeg charter,
1 & 2 k'dt.. VIL. c. 77, ss. (c) added to &. 708 by s. 15 of
3 & 4 Edu>. VI '. c. 64.

Whoere the statute under whieh. a elaian was iade for ditmage8
tu land, caused by the construction of tertain works and the
elosing up of certain streets, provided that any ad-vantage
which the real estate miglit derive fri the eontenxplated worhi
ehould be dedueted froin the surn estiiated for damage donc
to the land in arriving at the compensation to be paid, and it was
found that the detriment to the clairnant's property caused by
the elosing of the streets was more than offset by the advantage
accruing te it from, the constr,ýetion of the works, it was

Held, 1. The claimant eould net rcover anything in re.
spect to sueh detriment.

2. Even if the. detriment to the claimant's land should alont)
be eensidered, haà is not entitled to compensation by reason
only that lie in, by the construction of a public Nvork, deprived of
a mode of reaehing on adjoining district f rom his land and is
obliged to use a substituted route whieh is leas convenient, if the
eor.sequent depreciation in the value of his property je general
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