
lee uiponlc the aSheSSIet2l -)f daLac old UIrly.
ide uponi thie basis uponl whlici thle judgm LIlt t, ai
not fuul called uapon to intervfere thiereuith.
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~CMAHO(b J._' D.OE 2Nl 1904.'

%VEEKLY COURT.

RE INGLIS AND CITY 0 F TOP 0NTi

mnicipaZ Corpordions--By-law (N"(111 ofp Pat f7te'-
Ordnanee Lainis-Sreet Laid ouf by Dui o (a d
-Cnsent of I)omininýi Uove!rirnedt-Abseiïc ,/f- nd
By-lawii-zibisequiet <'nen- mnin il-iilaw.

Motion by the John Inglis Co. (Limited>, ratopaYers of
city of Toronto, for an order qutashiing y« a 1o 1420

meûd by the muniicip)al council on 26th Septeixuber, 1904) ,
ng a y-law to prôvide for the celosing, of Strachiarn (-ilnue
1 ouveyine the saine to the Mýa2si, '-Harris CJo. (Limited?,-.
the following grouinds: (1 ) That the corporation liad
power to pas- the, by- -law because Straelhan avenue io g
ublic street over which the corporation had ;isiumed< jur-is-
Lion, was laid ont by a plan wich includeld theý property'
the applicnts, whose predecessors in iil( rh&ý e ac-
ding to that plan. and who hand not eonsentei(d to the pro-
edl alteration. (2) Because thle byda1,w wvas bad upon nts
e ini that it did not recite, the, consent of 1hw G1overnnwnt
Lhe Dominion of Canada, as provided byv the Cctn4oida,ýTd
nuieipaI Act, '3 Edw. VIL. ch. 19, use. 62R. thec street hav-
been laid out by v is Majesty's Ordnauce. (3) That the

1mw provided for a conveyance hy way of free, gift to
>rivate corporation, and] was not a1 l-law in the, public
mBt, but solely in the interest of the private corporation.

U. S. Osler, KCfor the applicants.

J. S. Fuilleron, K.'%, for the cityv corporation.

G. H. Watson, K.,for the, Masse-Harris CJo.

M.1cMAHON, J.-«,trachin avenuie is 80 fret wide,. and on
h Tune, 1904, the Mas.sey-Harrir CJo. wrote bt the city


