
so without Plaintij' consent. Judgment should befo)r Plaintiffs, with a declaration tha.t the defendants hlthe right, during the existence of the present COl'talter or1 change, without the consent of the plaintires -iare in the con4luet Of its liglit and telephoies.The 'iunetion aireicdy granted is continued.to plaintiffs On Hligl Court scale.
T. P. Ferguson, Rat Portage, solicitor for plainti

fendants a, & Wallbridge, Rat Portage, solicitors
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bAction tried at Rat Portage, brouglit to have a ccbetween the parties declared void, (1) because no by lapassed authoriig or aanctioning the contract; ()ttract -was not executeâ by a duly authorzied agent Ofiffs, and (3) the agreement 'Wa not drawn, signed orini a way to bind the, plaintiffs
C. A. Masten and A. MeLennan, Rat Portage, fortif s.
G. F. Shepley, K.C., and T. R. Ferguson, Rat Pofor defendants.
The facts sufficiently appear in the judgment.BRITTON, J.-The defendants purchased the assetîcoinpaniy which had an agreem~ent with 'plaintiffs for ligthe streets. The conhsrpr, -- 1 ii


