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shall b. done under the direction and supervision of the
eer or such other officer as thie couneil may appoint, and ii
manner as the council miay direct. Lord Maeuaghteu ii
iùng the judgnient of the Committee, says, at p. 60:
Lordshipa do not think the. words . . . can have the.
of enabling the couneil to refuse the company access to
through which it niay propose to carry ifs line or lines.
mnay give the. council a voice in determining the position
potes ini streets selected by the eompany, and possibly in
mining wiiether the lin. in any particular street is t(> be
overhead or underground."

Bridges, if wilI be observed, are mentioned in sec. 3
statut. ini the, same eategory as highways and streets,
is urged on behaif of the defendaut»s that they havei
rights ini regard to bridges, that under the, judginent
Toronto case if has been held tiiey ha~ve in regard to i

Tiie wholesome restrictions imposed upon the defenda
sec. 248 of the. Railway Act, R.S.O. 1906, ch. 37e we3
dered necessary by the decision in Bell Telephone
Toronto, and the. defendants notwithstanding the. wide
conferred by 43 Viet. ch. 67, could not now eonstruet the
iipon, along, across, or under any "hiighway, square oi

~ .. ,htrnfthp e>nsnt of tiie imunicipality, c
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