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P~rovince of Srttt.t co4urnibia.
SUPREME COURTl.

Clement. J.] Rxx v. TAYr.ao. [May 8.
Cr-tiorari--Obstritetiig tii orouighfare-Nuisance-iMun;icipal by-

r~~ la.w dealing ith- Val-idily--Q ?eahliig conviction,
The applicant was convicted on a char'ge of being one of a

corigregation (if persons in a publie place, and refusing to sep-?1 ~;arite therefroin on the re.quest of a constable, acting in pur-
su&mnce of the provisions of a municipal by-law governing publie
places.

Held, 1. The applicant had been guilty of creating a nuisance,
and that he had been properly -onvicted.

2. The trial having been had on the merits, a. 103 of the
Suininary Convictions Act, R.8.B.C. 1897, c. 176, as enacted bys. 4, of c. 69 of 1899, eured any defect in the original proccedings.

Bird. in support of the motion. Kennedy, for the municipal-
it.y, contra.

Fil Court.] [May 20.
CROMPTON V. B3RITISH ouMI ELECTRIC RY, Co.

~loliec -on! mel onof-Siaf tory linil eUion of qetions -
Private legislat-ion.

The Rtatutory exemption as to limitation of actions, provided
by s. 60 of the Consolidated lRailway Coipany 's Aet. 1906. does;
not enure to the benefit of the British Columbia Elpetrie Railwéty
Conupaiy 's operationg in the city of Victoria.

'l'lie doctrine that private legisiation miust be strictly con-
.4trued against the conipany or corporation obtaining the saine,
applied.

Aikiait, for appellant. A. E, MePiUips, K.C., for reapon-
(lont voinpany.

('ù'rncnt, J.] RE-x v. TAYwoR. (May 7.
('criorri-onvil i»-M to qitak---Ciiy by-lauw-P-ibî

>1 gh vayOl»lrul in.-er~n,çcoligrevathng i» Street.
Motion to qîîash conviction for obstructing public street.
Erl, a city being given hy the legislative power to prevent

public nuisances, a by-law to prevent persona congregating on

je


