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very difficuit, however, to give an intelligible meaning to
Liage of the section. Read literally, it does not compre-
s ease; on the eontrary, it would seem to be providing
Scase of a company or, person, as defined by sec. 2(c)
et, having two or more systems or lines located in terri-

acent to eaeh other. Doubtless, this was not the inten-
t, ini its prese ,nt forxný the real intention is not clearly

à. 'The order of the Board, 'dated the lOth March, 1911,
irects conneetion, intercommunication, joint operation,
al use, and transmission of business, purports to be

pursuance of sec. 9; but, as pointed out above, that sec-

ating and uncertain in expression, and in strietness it
confer juriadietion in this particular case.

e stiil remains the question of jurisdiction dependent
e existence of an agreement between the appellants and
1Telephone, Company, substantially for the purposes

ed and authorised by sec. 8 of the Ontario Telephone
.0, and whieh had been approved of by the Board prior
pplication by Brussels.
appellants and the Bell Telephone Company wcre work-

er this agreement when the orders now in question were
, the Board. It is said that there ivas no intention to in-

with that agreement, and that there is in faet no inter-
with it.
it is obvious that compliance with the order by the ap-

does seriously alter their relations to the, Bell Telephone

Ly. It exposes them to the consequences of a breacli of the

!nt, and may deprive them of the benefits and advan-
hich they now enjoy under it.

,while the agreement remains as an existing agreement,
Ae and approved by the Board, the Bell Telephone Com-
re entitled to assert their rights under it and to claim

ýy should remain undisturbed and unaffected as long as

*eement stands. The Board has udoubted power to

the order for good cause, but the jurisdiction to do so
Dnly be exercised upon a properly framed application for

rpose, to which, ail those who are interested are parties or
h they are properly notified.
present the agreemnent is'a valid subsieting agreement;
hilIe, upon an application regularly framed and consti-
s to parties, the Board may, determine i-ts truc încaning,
ile it stands, the Board is without power or jurisdiction to
*Vary it. 1 1

the *important question is, ývhether the Board bas, in


