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APPELLATE D)IVISION.

ozDrIS1oNAu COURT. DEcEmBER 18T1, 1918.

CI'lTY 0F TORONTO v. TOIIONýTO 'R.W. CO0.

-el Ra(ilwa y!-A greement unth City orraw -(nrutn-
5;7 V'ici. ch. 99, sec. 25 (O)-li f ('dy (7rporaiti on
Recover M1oneys Expended in RenwtnngI Snour mnd Ice from
Roeited $treels of Cil y-Lillitl of St-;reet Railwray Company -
Jurisdirfion of Court-Excluswe Jurisdi1?ctf i ofOiriRil
wvay awd M1uni;cÎpcd Boairdl-Ontairjo Reailway and M1uiciipal
Board Act, 1e-{O.0 1914 ch. 186, sec. 2-Damae.Y-efernic.

A-ppeal by the defendants from the judgmient ofLE ox ,
)...603, 141 O.W.N. 117.

T7he appeal was heard by MUL0CK, C..1.Ex., (LTRnEL
'HERLAN, atnd KELLY, JJ.
D?. L NlcC.artliy, K.C.. for the appellants.
r'. M. Colquhoun and Irving S. F'airtyv, for, the plaintiffs,
>ondents.

21UTE, J., red jud(gmlenlt iiwhieh hie sadthat the plaintiffs&
,i was for the cos( of rmoval f owf romn the atIreets of t1e
in Januaryý and Fcbruary, 1915.

Ufter referring to the agreement of the lst Septenmber, 1891,
ve the plaintiffs a1nd one K'iely and otheris, set out in the
Kdule to the Act icorporating the defendants, 5)5 Viet. v1h.

O.,and especially' clauses 21 11nd 22 of the agrmjent, andl( t,,o
2") of the Act, the learned Judge said thlat he agreed with1 thev
Ju4ge that tins Court hail jur-isdictIion1.

iection 22 of the Ontario Rtailway and MniplBoard Act,
19.lt14 ch. 1Mi, prvdsthat "the Board shail have exclusiVe1

;diction i ail cases and in respect of ail miatters in which jms

0 Th)is cajse and ail othera so marked to ho reported1 m the 0>tioi

>, W.N.


