
THE! ONTARtIO WERICLY NOTES.

Thei.ni questions left to b. disposed of were: (1) wl
the Act of 1918 empcowered the Board not only to contr
supply and distribution of natural gus, but to fix the. p,
whicii it should be sold; and (2) whether the. Board did i
case exercise these pnwers. Tiiese questions should b. ans
in the. affiative.

The. learued Judge said that h. agreed with the view
Judiciai Corrrwittee in Cook v. Rlicketson, [1901) A.C. W
of Sargaut, J., i Metropolitan Electrie Supply CJo. v. L
Coumty Council, [1919) 1 Ch, 357, that suspension meaý
annulrrent Mf the. rights and obligations accruing during th

pe sioad that the. parties for the time beig are in the
position as if the contract didt not exist.

The. order of the 28tii Noveiuber, 1918, reduced the rate
35 cents to 25 cents-and that %vas the governing rat. fror
after the. 27th June, 1918.

The Publie Utilities Act was i no sense applicable.
The. judgmcunt appealed from should b. reversed, aud

should b. judgirnt upon the. counterclaîi for the. appella
the amurit wvhicii, cakculating the. gu supplied at 25 oeni
1,000 feet, would b. due to thern, les the. amnount afready p

As to tiie rigit of thé appellant8 te cut off the. gas for
payrr-ent: at the. time the. threat %vas made, the. ordoes

Badwere operative, aud the. supply wax~ing given pur
thrt.Under the. statute, auy persou wiio refuses or nez

to obey aoy order of the. Board is subject to a heavy pei
fn4 the art of turning off the gas, wiieu it was9 behlng sul

pusat t a penrit whi.hi lii been obtained for the si
would avp be miau ec airainst the. Act, and coneut


