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WATERS v. TORIONTO.

5 0. W. N. 210.

&alicious Prog<ceution - mvn<ipal Corporation - [,abiIity for Art-of Mayor and Board o-Jf Co0 rot rre<st of Rm'iploye of Ploifr
(omptny-<'rirç < I)iordcrIly UdntN ofo Instrutions

-Appat-[h#mo<ýal <4.ý
DENTON, Co.C..I., 24 0. W. R. 7441. heId. thnt neither the Nlayornor dte Board of Control of a cily b:1- ainy atithority to biod thecîty hy their act-< in procuring an illegal Prrest, and the city is,therefui-ýreo flot blo to th-, peso atrreated in damages therefor.Kdly V. Barfon, 2C A. R, . folowed.

(,. T. ON~T. (lat App. Di>v.> affirmed above judgmnt withicoots.

Appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of llrs TiONouR
JUDGE DENTON, of the County Court of the county of York,,
dated 14th .June, 1913 (24 0. W. R. 746), whieh was direeted
to be entered after the trial of the action hefore Hîs lTonour-
sitting 'without a jury on the 29th May. 1913.

The appeal ta the Supreme Court of Ontario (First
Appellate Divigion) was hecard b) H TON. SIR WM. MEREDITH,
C.J.O,, HON. MR. JUSTICE MfACLAREN, HON. MR. JUSTICn
MAGE and HON. MR. JUSTIîCE HODGINS.

H. IH. Dewart, K.C., and N. S. Macdonnell, for appellant-
C. M. Colquhoun, for respondent.

NTON. SIR WM. MEFDrrll, C.J.O. :-The action is for
malicious prosecution and the allegations of tle statement
of dlaim are that the respondrnt on the 30t]h Octob6r, 1912,

faNev ai Ialiiousv ai wtlîu~mi.v re9sonible or prob-


