
WILSOIN v. TOWN 0F INGERSOLL.

iesud nieces, issue of those who were dead, Other than the
Irn of Thomas, and generally the material must be com-
ad in some satisfactory way before any order could be made.

0LETON, J.DECEMBER 18TH, 1916.

*WILS ON v. TOWN 0F INGERSOLL.

riiipal Corporations - Local Improvement By-law - Con-
414ci o-n of Road - Contract Approved by Town Councîl -
Refusal .of Mayor to Sign-&eal Affixed and Contraci Signed
bg Person Appoîied by Council-Adminstrative Powers of
Council-By-law Read three Times at one Meeting-Volation
ofDomestie Rule--Effect of-Unnecessary By-law-Injuc-
lion-Dicretîom of Court.

%lotion by the plaintiff, a ratepayer of the town, for an in-
m injunction restrainmng the defendants from, constructiug
2A in the town of Ingersoil under a contract between the de-
lauts the town corporation and their co-defendants, the con-
tors for the making of the road.

r7he motion was heard in the Weekly Court at Toronto.
J. H. Moss, K.C., for the plaintiff.
CGideon Grant, for the defendants.

MIDDLETON, J., in a written judgment, said that the municipal
iIcil and the mâyor of Ingersoil did not agree, and the mayvor
set himself to the hopeless task of goyerniing the town in

osition to ail other memberfi of the council. The plaintiff was
ýtepaYer lu sympathy with the mayor.
By by-law 821 (llth September, 1916), passed under secs. 9
Il of the Local Improvement Aet, R..o.. 1914 ch. 193, the

t'cil enacted that the works iu question should be ooustructed
ocal improvements. Tenders were adivertisged for, and the
lng committee reported on the lSth September, sud fUiIalY
1.e 2ud October the report was adopted aiid the tenider of the
mdant eontractors accepted-the mayor dFsentiug. Oun the,
(etober, the contraet, prepared aud ready for signiature, was
,euted to the council and qpproved by resolutio2l. rh,, iayor
Lsed to sigu, sud again refused after a rb.solution of the counovil

»TIs came and ait othiers so matrked t. be report*d In the O,4.4.o
Reporte


