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the highest court of final resort in the Province within the meaning of
R-S.C., c. 135, S- 24 <a), and there is a right of appeal froni such judgmaent
direct to the Suprenie Court.

H-is Lordship also held that the judgment of the Divisional Court
deprived the appelant for ail time in a very essential degree of the use of
a strearn for floating down tiinber, such beng the effect of the construction
ofi adamn across the streani which the judgment pronounced lawful, and it
was, therefore, a proper case for leave ta appeal per saltem if such leave
was necessary, and he made order granting such leave. On appeal froni
hi-- whole judgment the Court did flot pronounce on the first question, ai d
hcld that it had no jurîsdiction ta review the order granting leave. Appeal
dis:nissed with costs.

osier, Q.C., for appellant. Ayiesworth, Q.C., for respondent.

1pro9ince of Ontario.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

\Iacnnan, J. A.] [March S.

GREAT NoiTH-%VF-sr CENTRAI, RAýILNNAY Ca. V'. S-EVENS.

* ta-Leave - Refusal tiy Court below - S1iav of proceed1itngs - Seii
crnivstances- juditicature Ad, s. 77.

Leave ta appeal to the Court of Appeal froni an order of a Divisional
Court affirining an order of a judge iii chambers, which set aside an order
of a1 leferee in chambers, whereby the proceedings in the action were
stayed, pending the determnination of anl action in England brought by saine
of' the present defendants, and ta which the present plaintiffs were defeîi-

datwas refused by a judge of the Court of Appeal, where such leave
had prev'iousIy been refused by the court whose decision had been coin-
pliiiied of, where there %vere no good grounds an which that decision cotid
be siipparted, where none of the special circunistances existed which s. 77
of the judicature Act niakes essential, and there %were no special reasans
i*or ti'eating the case as exceptional.

IV M. I)ouglas, for the applicants. E. D. Armour, Q.C., for the
phlultiffs.
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/< hie-me-Appeai--Motion for /ear.e Io adduicefirier eividfetice-Actiepifoýr
e5odi/y iinjuries-Excessie'e damages-Exanination 4vy surgeon- Ru/es
$62,498.

1 i an action for damages for badily injuries received hy the plaintiV
ow)ýinig ta thie alleged riegligence of the defendants, the plaintitT recovered a
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