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Prendergast, J.] [Feli. 20.
WINNiPEG ELECTRLc liv. Co. v. XViNNip.EG.

Mu fiipality-Bylau.Winnîipeg charter--Regulations as to
poles aiid wires in, the streetç claimed to be ultra vires, un-
reasonable and oppressive-Remedy when by-law con fiicts
with charter pou-ers of.inicorporated company.

-As the city of Winnipeg, by ss. 714, 720, 721 and 722 of itscharter, lias possession and control of its streets and lanes andthe responsibility of keeping them in proper repair and free
from obstructions th-at miglit be dangerous and, by sub-s. 123
Of S. 703, is authorized to pass by-laws for regulating the erc-
tioni and maintenance within the city of telegrapli or teléphone
Poles or *ires and electric light *and power poles and wires
and to order sucli poles to be removed and such wires te
lie Placed underground or otherwise, a by-law of the city provid-
'11g that no person, flrmn or corporation shall erect or maintain
any electric pole or wire without flrst making an application

(na formi prcscribed) for a permit and until sucli permit
shal lie granted; that every such permit shall be subject te re-
vocation by the city at any time in the absence of an agreement
to the contrary ratified by by-law; that there shal bie no dlaim
for compensation' of any kind by any person, firm or corpora-
tion with respect to any rights or privileges alleged to have been
aC'quired under such permit; that any right, leave or lieense
giVen by such permit shall cease and détermine upon such revo-cation; that upon the revocation of any such permit, the person,

flor corporation to whorn it lias been issued shall remove al
IlOles and wires erected or maintained under its authority within
fourteen days after notice, and authorizing and direeting the
Proper officers of the city to eut down and remove any such poles
Or wires i11 the event of such person, firm. or corporation refusing
or Yeglecting to remove same after having been duly notified
0f the revocation of the permit covering the same, not beingeRpressly miade retroactive in any way, is neither ultra vires,
u1reasonable nor oppressive.

2. -A provision in the by-law that the acceptance of the per-
sOtýhall constitute an agreement to lie l)ound by the conditions11pot which it was issued, an<1 b.y the terinýs of ail present andflIture hy-Iaws of the city relating thereto, does not place anyeOlnpainy in a worse position than it would otherwisc lie, for al"Ueh bY-laws wou]d have to bie ultra vires of the city and the

Cnpany would bie bound by them in1 any event.


