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waa that the provisions of thi8ý Aet were not tsuch as to interfen
with th1e right:s of th1e plaintiffs under their contraet made beforf
th 1L. aaaig of that Act.

Th21e Act was amiended in 1919, and apparently t11e offico.
of th1e defendant comipany 190k th1e position that, notwit11standiÈ,q
the. judgment, th1e requiremnents o! the amnendîng Act applied
and< that th1e gas could not b. supplied ta the plaintiffs withoul
the. defendants first obtaining a permit from th1e Commuission..
under th1e provisions of th1e amiending Act and ils regulational
Ilia waLs 11e po)sition taken, in general terras, by th1e Commissionet
It waa not clear that he intended his instructions Wo apply Wo gae
supplied under this contract.

Probably t11e instructions of the Comsinrwere t11e realI
bais of fliv failuire to supply gas whiehi caused the bringing of
Ibis motion. Lt iras argued that there was a right to eut off foi
the purpose of repair under t1e tÀermas of the ,onitracit. If -,0, th1e
injunction might b. too ide in ils ternis, as it did flot restrain the
defendant8 fromn shutting off the gas "'save whnauthorised by the.
ternis o! th1e ýontraet," but perpetuatly restraunied th1e shuttinx
off o! the. mnpply o! gas under t11e contract. llowe ver, titis iras
not the. rosi foundation for t11e refusai to supply -it wIras now b)eing
.*et uip rallier w; an excuse, and in extenuation, and uiot as a1
jusifctl*)U

since 1h.i motion 11a4 beeà pending, gas 11a1d been su1pplied,
and huker. s no neoessity for the naking of auy order save
enq, de(te-riing the question of cogtm. Ant order should issue
reoiting' thatt "il noir appearing that ga-s is being supplied In obedji-
eceIÀ th e jud(gmei(nt of t11 22ndc May, 1919, tis Court dolli

not mee fit to make akny order save that the. defendants dIo pay t11e
plaintiff.' conts of Ibis application," liberty being reserved Wo the
I)jintffstLo appiy for furtlier relief if t11e cicnsac in thi,

fuur ea, meýyid tu warrant sueh application.

JuuIhsM~Âaaw . QtUAI.TY (CANNEUW CO. MIDDLETON> 'L.
IN ()CT~O . 8.

)>ed~g &t.etof Glaim -Par(iu1ars Iiie»ctil.J
Appni4î by the plaintiffs from an order of th1e Master ini Chambers
requMrng the. jlaintiffs ho give particutars of th1e atllegattiot)s
WWaIVl ib tae m of e!aim and allowing the defendants bx
trake unIston before pleading. MmiiLETON, J., in a written
pudgie nt, nmid that the pluintiffs .ahould give particulars o! th1e
ii-ittovrs in which it m-a. alleged thaI the goods complained o!
did not em odwitb th. smnpi.. The. plaintiffs were net
boutndi Io show wbY the g(ods hadl hocom-e uinfit for food, or Wo


