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for their maintenance und support, and in arri'ing nt the sharo it is reasonable
to divide the Incorne into aliquot parts, thus giving on*-fourtli ta the receiver.

Judgment of BOY», C., affirmed.
Mla.-sh, Q.C., and C. 1). Scott for lhe appellant.
Aroiouvp; Q.C., fur the infant respondents.
/.eileh, Q.C., for the aduit respondent.

VIîLLAGE Ob' INiW HANMBLRG V. COUINTV OF WATERL.n

Under sections 532 anid 534 Of the Municipal Act, R.S.O., c. 184. county
councils are directed ta huild and mnaintain " aIl bridges crossing streamas or
rivers over t00 feet in widîth . . . coniî.-cting any main highway."

/k/ld, Pep HAGAWIv, C.5.0., ancl BURTON, J.A., agreeing with the Queerî's
Bencli Diviàion, that the width of the water in its natural flow at ordinary higth
water mark wvas the (est ; and

P'er Osm. and MACLENNAN, JJ.A., agrecing %vith FE1RGUSON, J., at the
trial, tliat the bridge required te connect the highway was the test.

1n the i esuit, the judg ment of the Queen's ltench Div'ision, 22 OItR. 1()3,
w;Is aflirîried.

W R. Afercdit/i, Q.C., for the appellants.
johm eîing, Q.C., for tht7 respondents.

HASERfI.,E7'. CANAi>A ATrLANTIC R.W. Co.

1plinùit/ corporations -- Ar/qiration, anti a-ward -- I>mwmiges-- -I4ays'- -Ail-

A railw4y comipaiiy ohtained permission froin a municipil corporation to.
run their line alorig a certain street, a>grecing flot ta raise the grade ta mare
than a c:erýain hieight. They but the Une and raised the grade of the street
ta more thanti the specified heiglit, the corporation not consenting, but flot talc-
ing any steps to prevent the violation of the agreement.

/l/O',4 affirmîing the judginent of MU HOJ., tîat aLs against tlte
plaintiffs, who were awners of propet t>' injurî-ously affected by the unauthorized
raising of the gra'.-2, the railwvay company were trespassers and lhable ini an
action for damages ; but

He/d; aise, reversing thejudgment of MACMAHuON, J. (MýACLbENNN,) JA.,
dissenting>, that, as agaiîîst the corporation, -he pl.tintiffs were iestricied t-j
the reniedy by arbitiation, and that in zny c., ent the ciuse of action was not of
quch a nature as to entitle i e eorpoî ation to brinx i-1 the railway coýiipany
under S. 531 (4) of R.S.O., c. 184.

J. i. iVactina/d. Q.C., and ..Jf. C'hri,if.', Q.C., foi the railway company.
1). B. ilcTavivh, Q.C., and Aylesworlh, Q.C., for the city of Oitawa.

MrtyQ.C., and F. R. Irilehfm-el for the plaintiia.


