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waggon of heavy draft in the public streets of Guelph
mtrenh8n 1-500 lba- ™gh‘. the tires on the 

wheels of wlnch were less than three inches wide- 
sa,d waggon not being laden with or in use for carrying 
garden or farm produce, or laden with lumber or goods, or
ör distantT7 r”6 fr°m tHe mU10r Place of manufacture, 
or d Stant therefrom more than twoTailes from the limits of
Guelph, contrary to the by-law of the 
Guelph—on the following grounda:

1. The conviction was not
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Corporation of

„ , , warranted by the by-law.
. Defendant notguilty of any offence under the by-law 

d. baid by-law was ultra vires v

h - w‘dth °f tires and wheels of a vehicle belonging to him 
5. The by-law unjustly discriminated in favour of certain 

persons and classes as against defendant and others. 
b. by-law void as being in restraint of trade.
7. No evidence of the by-law, which had 

with the magistrate before the conviction.
The by-law is »ufficiently set out in the judgment.
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