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awarded may be for damages allowed in the mat-
not under the Acts, and, if this appeal were
~would, in effect, be giving an appeal upon the
respect of matters not appealable.
further urged that the reeve of the municipality
wer to enter into the agreement in question. I do
that objection is open on this appeal. TFor the
of the present appeal, it must, I think, be assumed
-municipality had authority to do what it has done.
the want of such authority cannot be invoked
n for holdmg that an appeal upon the merits lies,
o provision for such appeal exists.
nk the appeal should be dismissed with costs.
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by defendants from judgment of Crute, J., in

plaintiff for the recovery of $750 damages in an
for pemonal injuries caused by a fall into an open

sppeal was heard by Muvrock, C.J., Teerzer, J.,
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, for plaintiff.

ek, C.J.:—On the evening of 14th November, 1904,
proceeding from his hotel, the Walker House, in
to the office of the Toronto “Telegram?” in
, in the city of Toronto, and, when walking north-
the east side of Bay street, fell into an open space
{ sustaining serious injury, and this action
to recover damages by reason thereof.



