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tiffs as asked, declaring, that the agreemnent registered by de-
fendant company is a cloud upon the titie and must be re-
rnoved. There will be a declaration accordinigly.

The attitude of defendant cornpany seemis to have been
an obstinate one in the mnatter, and the course they pursued
must have occasioned plaintiffs some loss and expense. It is
difficuit to say f rom any evidence offered at trial whiat would
be an appropriate amount to allow to them for this. I -have

corne to the conclusion that perhaps under ail the circum-
stances $5'0 would ha, fair. If either party is dissatisfled with
thlis, a reference rnay be had at the risk of suchi party. Plain-
tiffs will have their costs of suit as against defendant
Company.

11oN. _MR. JUSTicE- BRITTON',. JU 14TH, 1912.

CAN-%AI)IAN ELECTRIC CO. v. PEIITIT.

3 0>. W. N.

Miinicý1Coprtin Coreat - Mippl!i of 'Water to Mtmlicf.-
Poliy-Acion o Iecovcr for.

Action for $3.000 and] interest for use of liydrants in Supplylng
-defendatit corporation witbi wqter. upder an a2reement datpd Fs!>.
1st. 19.of whieh jpaintiffs were assxguees. Defence set up was that
plaintiffs had failed to carry ont thieir part of thie contrilct, and!
defendants counterclalmed in daniiiagpes for such failure.

BSITTON, J., gave judgment in favour of pflaintiffs for $3,527.50
witb costs. and dismissed defendant's couniterclaim, with costs.

An action to recover $3,000 and interest for the use of
hydrants in supplying defendants withi water, for thle yvears
190,5, 1906, and. 1907.

Two olber actions are pending-No. 2 is for the use of hly-
drants for the years 1908, 1909, and 1910.. No. 3 1 s f or th e
use of 1bydrants for 1911.

The three actions were nlot consolidated, but by consent
were tried together.

Tiie actions were hrought-and the. defence was raised
under an agreenment entered] mbt between the defendant cor-
poration, and one Alphonse Charlebois, dated lst Fehruiary,
1897. On 14th June, 1898, Charlebois assigned his agree-
nment to Perth Water Works Co. Ltd. Then, to the knowl-
edge of defenda.nts and apparently withi their sanction aind
approval, plaintif! conmpany was formed for the express « pur-
pose of supplying the municipality of the town of Perth with
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