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ERÎNIALE POWVER Co. LiMITVr V. INTERuRBAN ELECTRIC CO.
LiMITED (No. 2)-MirDuyToN, J.-SEPT. 13.

Contract - Action for Cancella-tion, - Faîlure of Proof -
Costs.]-Action for a declaration that the contract referred to in
the note of the case îminediately preeeding this is nuIl and void
and should bc dclivered up to be cancelled. The action was tricd
without a jury at Toronto. MIDDLETON, J., said that the action
seemed to have beeii brought upon the theory that the agreement
was of a far-reaehiiig character and had some effeet which it is
110w realised it bas not. There is no foundation for the charges
inade against those who took part in its preparation; it embodies
that which was always the arrangement between the two com-
panies; and it should flot be in any way interfered with. Action
dismissed without costs. H1. E. Rose, K.C., and J. L. Ross, for
the plaintiff eompany. R. MeKay, K.C., and D. Inglîs Grant, for
the defendants.


