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diq hot “OMpany Who took the land ; but the Court of Appeal

PRy will g, o "°F the Supreme Coupt, All the railway com-
M';.‘nwgiohhere’ they will do with the consent of the muni-
*Yenty, o1 BOW may exclude Seguin from the street. At all
"N. " should haye the right to test the question if so

refused to agree that if Seguin should sue them
ey will not set up or rely upon sec. 468 of the
ot by-law standing, he could not succeed in an
fd © Provision is made for compensation to him,
.have. en under sec. 629—and it would be grossly
of all relief.
in ty at the municipality can complain if we
¢ Position they wounld have been in had they
""Sllarly~had.they proceeded regularly, compensa-
be ine “N provided for, If this were done, the appli-
d‘"'lem = & position as if the hy-law were quashed
that jy all‘:}(:uld- be assessed by arbitration and not by a
hM at o € difference, If then the town will .undertake
h'm to S8 £ determine the compensation which should
"-"'d Not b;n' and.to pay for it when determine{l., th: ;tl)z's
i n
M&:‘ﬁt on g In this case, as the applica

Cogty nd at every point, the town should
1 here anq :
" ! this und nd below

“wi ing be nﬂ.t given in 14 days, the by-law will
Qw° Rive :]oth :08ts here and below.
"ﬂhy Booplmon whatever on the validity of the ordf!r of
N%hh eh::d' If the by-law is quashed, the applicant
ces

P a8 to any defence based on that order.
"“’0!, CJKB. =TI agree in the result.
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 dagy, Aot Action—Tudgment in—Counterclaim—Trans-
™ %hﬂc\: ?Wy“con- Rule 255.]—Appeal by the defen-
iy %"‘d@ment of the Master in Chambers, noted ante

R Co. v. Houron Lumser Co.—
» IN CHAMBERS—Dgc, 26,

£ are set out. The defendants appealed,
O & very substantial sum having been filed by




