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the mlanager of the plaintifts alleges in fier iffidavit that she lins contracts
with saine tg firms. A directory isaeo produceedwhich explains the systein.

A sui-nions was takeii for an mjuntcton to restait the city f'rom
threatening to progeute, etc., and front inducing peple Io violatw theïr
contracts with the plaintiffs. A i.it'ce srgwant and policeman wcrc joined
<ts parties. It was contendcd that the net was ultra vires the Provincial
legi.qlature. In tny opinion it cones within the head Il lroperty and Civil
Rights, etc", or inatters of a înerely loeal or private nature ini the
Province, and is flot a crixninal law: lom. Pwa of Op/iwju v.
AMornty-Generai of Ltuad (t896), A.(L. 3»4 111a. . mi , 4 C'art. 578;
Keefe v. Meenn a'Cart. 400.

rhen it wits contended that it was iltegil for the city to send a police-
mnan to notify a citizen to dksist froui violuting a provision or tlhe charter or
lie would lie proceeded ngainst uiuler thu act. 'I'lîre is nto evidence oif
-my illeg<tl act en the part of the cit orpoea.

'lhe suramons will be disnuîssed, the Costs ta l.bidu the evçnt.
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T'he defendanît iii Ç)ttor, î8Sq. w~tatd~itlî mtie ('harlebois to
build certain fences and gates aloîg the line of tlue C.NA. Central
kailway and,1 after asîoeiatilng the detfenidtilt Stussouu with hon.ii they %ublet
the contract to the plaintifsk hy a writteii agreemoit which pravicled for
payaient ta the plaititifls as followvs Estituates for the siid work shaîl
lue mnade mcunthly by the coînpany to te 'tuigine1ter, or nt sueh otht'r tines
as said engincer shnll deent esnll n prolier, and stich estiniater%, les
leil Mr Cet.t rebate, uliril be paid forthwitth Upcn mille being paid to said
P'reston & Musson hy said contpany, and the said Xcii per cent, rehate shait
lic paid forthwith tupon the saine licig paid to thtln by. te said cunipatiy."ý

Charlebtis was the contîractor for the nhole tif the raîlway work beîng
donc hy the eompany, and the evidence showed that the word l"conqm~ny
un the aliove provigion t a. jisterted bv tniisLike for Chariebois.

After payment of two estiînate for part of the lilainitifts' work diffi
CoUes arose and the company's engineer, Who also acted ns engineer for
Charlebois, to prevent the bringîng of ani action, withheld further estimates,
Wnt ini Sempternber, î8&>, utfter litigatlon lhctweuî Charlehois and the Corn-

pai»tl had commennceti, lIrestou accepttcd a judgneit against the coiîaitiy
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