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Iprovince of Ontario.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

Osier1 J. A-1 YOUNG v. TUCKER. [Ma 3.
Appeal to Supreme Court of Gatiada-Bond-Defeet in forrnt-ji, i. e

tian-Aeiao: /egun in ounty Gourt-Renmoval inta Higli
Repart of Drainage Referc ini Action- ZTîMe ta adSev,

Motion by the defcndant for allowance of bond on appeaili the
Suprenme Court of Canada.

Held, that the bond must be disallowed on the grounci of sulrýwintia1
error in the formn-" b>'" instead of Il binds" in the operative part 'r hich
,irose froin following the form in Ce-,sel's Supreme Court Practice, 2nd(. ed.,
P. 220, as recently pointeci out in jamiesan v. Londion and GanadianI
A. Ca., antte 28o.

Belli also, that the action originatcd in the High Court, twhtad
ing that it was removed in ftact into that court from the Courity Cmirt by
certiorari.

This was flot a case like Re Township qf Ra/eigli and Tl7r.injý
Zlarwich, fl- appeal in w~hich to the Suprenie Court wvas qýt.ashed, ii May'
1895, for want of jurisdiction. That was an appeal in a mnattei whIich
originated in an appeal to the Drainage Referee froin the report (.f ail
engineer for the purposes of a drainage by-Iaw, while here the appeal to
the Court of Appeal was from the report of the saine referee in an aci on.

.Udd, also, that, although the damnages were no more thati $,?, the
titie to soine intetest in reai estate cam~e iii question as the resuilt of the
judgment, which in effect decided that the defendant was not entitlod to
the servitude te which he contended that the plaintiffs' land was sbct

Order to go a1lowing the appeal upon filing a proper bond. Co.stt to
the plaintiffs in any event.

Rl. MeKAyct, for defendant. Aylésiwarf h, Q.C., for plaintiffs

From Rose, il1NI~5
SCOTTISH ONTARIO AND MANITOBA LAND CO. 7'. CITYv OF TORON 1-0.

MAunicipal caipora flans-- Tapaonf wvater wor-ks-Ptirity of wvatcr I;;jury
fa /iydraiilie eleva for.

'Ihle city of'roronto are bound by law to supply water front their .vsten1
of water works to any inhahitant of the city who applies therefor am', coin
plies with the statutory conditions, and therefore no contractual relatiroiship
arises between the city and the consumer by reason of the applicatihon for
water and the city's compliance therewith, and the city are not iab1t Io the


