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RUwOk AND> 1<bEB OP CASES.

submait to a test of any kind of atone work ho chose, bvt ho did
not accept the offer. Subsequently, while he *wVsS at work on a
building, the union, at a meeting, passed a resolution that uinles
t he plaintiff wore dischirged the union mon woiild b. ealled ot
Illantiff having been discharged. brought action, elairning an
njunetion anid dainagt-4.

11id, on appeal (reveréirlg the judgnient of .LàAMMÂ,
Co.J.) that plaintiff had flot shewn that the purpose of the, de-
fenduxit, was to iolest hirn in pursuiig hi% cailing, and prevent
hüm. except upon conditions of their oivwn making, froin earning
aie living thereby.

IL B. Robertsvii, for appellantq. B. T. Klioli, K.C., for re-
spandent.

Fulnl Court.1 REX v. C,%lROI. 4 . L'Jan. Il.

('r»i na law-ippal-'c l urn-.--R.qI tof appeal front single3
udge?.

No appeal lies to the full court froni the' dleision of a single
jndge quta8hirig a vonvietion on an application for a Nvrit of
veritiorari.

Mloore, for the Crwn appellant. 4kmn for acc.used, res-
p)ondenCt.

WLs(ON v~. WAIIU. [Jiui. 12.

A roh>itedt--In-srtictioybs ta p-e pare planA-Limitation. of coat of
pro poged buikUing-Plaitç ta romply iwithn iipLbJa
-Paynent for servico1a.

Where an architeet is instructed to prepare plans for a build-
ing to cost not more than a certain mguni. but whieh has also to
comply with the provisions of a miunicipal by-liw ns to aceoino-
dation and other conditions, then, in order to coniply with sucli
by-law and other conditions, the tenders sent in are in exceu. of
the sum meittioned, the architeet .jannot rerover for his services.

H?.dîveil, K.O., for defendant, appe
plaintiff, respondent,

liant. Lixton, K.C., for

Pull Court.]


