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JUDICIAL COMMIITTEE OP? TH-E PIVY COUNCIL.-

LONDON, 3 Auguat, 1897.

PRESENT :-LORD MACNAGUTEN, LORD MORRIS, SIR IRICHARD

douoHf, SIR HENRY STRONG.

CITY 0F MONTIREAJJ (respondont in Superior Court), appel-
lant, and STANDARD LLGI3IT & IPOWEIR CO. (petitioner
in Superior Court), respondent.

Statute, Interpretation of-55-56 Vict. (Q.) ch. 77-Legillative
powers-Interference with municipal control of 8treets.

Hi.n, (affirming the judgment of the Court of Queen'a Bench, Montreal, R. J.
Q., 5 B.R. 558, 577, which affirmed the judgment of Tait, A.C.., R. J. Q.,
10 C. S. 209):- Where the terms of a ittatute expreaa the intention of the
legislature uith eufficient clearne8s the Court u*l not con8ider lthe reason of
the law, nor interfère with uts execution on the ground of the inconvenience
and danger to the public which may renui therefrom.

The terme cf the Act, 55-56 Vict. (Q.) ch. 77, as amended by 56 Viet.,
ch. 73, are sufficiently clear and positive te authorize te St. Henri Light
& Powver Company to lay wire8 underground in te 8treets of Montreal,
and to open lte 8treets for Chat purpose without firet obtaining the consent
of te municipal autitorities, and sucit enactment was uithin te competence
cf tite legisiature.

The judgment appealed from was rendered by the Court of
Queen's Bench sitting in appeal at Montreal, 3rd October, 1896,
and affirmed the judgment of the Superior Court, Montreal, Tait,
A -C. J., 21lst Septem ber, 1896. The first judgment is reported
inB JR.JQ.-, 10 C. S. 209, and the judgnient of the Qneen's Bench
in R.J.Q., 5 B.IR. 558, 577.

LORD MÂACNAGHTEN-

On the lOth of September, 1896, about half-past two o'cloeck in
the afternoon, workmen in the employ Of the respondent com-
pany or their contractors broke up the surface of St. Antoine
Street in the City of Montreal, and began to excavate the soul
for the purpose of laying underground wiree along the streot.

In the course of the same afternon the city surveyo* and the
police officiais, acting as was admitted under instructions from
the municipal council of the city, interfered by forcé and corn-
pelled the men employed to abandon their operations.

On the following day, the llth of September, the respondents
filed their petition in th:e Superio'r Court praying for an injunc-
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