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RIDDrtLL, J., agreed with SuTiIERLMiD, J., that the appeli
consent te the elosing of the part of the street referred te wa
necessary; but was9 of opinion that the appeal should bc ail
(with costs throughout), upon the ground that the Couuty
Judge's cliscretion was improperly exercised în elosing Ps
the. street te serve the purposes of a private corporatiwi
publie purpose being aèhieved.

Order as stated by SUTiIERLA»N, J. (RIDDELL, J., dissen*ii
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Appeal by the liquidator of the. compauy from the ord
MIDDLETON, J., 45 O.L.R. 260,16 O.W.N. 05.

The. appeal was heard by MULOCK, C.J.Ex., CLV'rE, Ri
and SUTHzELAD, JJ.

J. W. Bain, K.C., and M. L. Gordon, for the. appellaut.
W. N. Tilley, K.C., for Tudiiope snd Shelden, tihe resr

eut.

SUTHER.LANID, J., in a writteu judgmnent, said that lie w
opinion that the. order of Middleton, J., should. b. affir
for the rossons stated by the. learned Judge; but lie (8uther
J.) would, if neesr, go fartiier and hold that there vn
fact a matter of difference between Tudiiope aud the~ corn
uesulting from the. Iatter's dealings and arent witIÉ
Speight company. That arent would plainly prejude

areet whicli the. compauy had theretofore made witb
Tudiiope-Anderson Company, the. prospective benefit froln g


