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“And by see, 6, sub-secs. 20, 1, 22, 23, and 24 of gec. 9 of the
Railway Act of Ontario, as amended by 53 Vict. ch. 45, were also

€ motive power upon certain conditions which in detail seem
0 be of ng consequence on this appeal. And the railway is now
and hag heep since the year 1891 operated by electricity.

evidence wqg given which, as held by the Board, justifies the infer-
ehce that gych g by-law was actually passed in the year 1872.
ere jig nothing, however, to shew its exact terms, or whether it
Conferreq limited or g perpetual right. Under these circum-
Stances, the Board held that the plaintiffs had not granted and had
10t power ¢, grant a perpetual right to occupy the streets, and that
What the ‘ompany had was a mere license. The Board further held
that the railway is a ctreet railway, that when the company was
corporateq as the Sandwich Windsor and Amhersthurg Railway
Ompany. in 1887, the Street Railway Act, 46 Vict. ch, 16, having
.1 force, gee, 18 of that Act, prohibiting a municipal council
Fom granting to street railway company a privilege for a longer
Period ¢ an twenty years, applied, and that, therefore, the com-
the{i’ franchise expires at the end of twenty years from
1891& of t.he by-law validating the agreement of the 27th May,
~—that 18, on the 15th December, 1912; and that in the
% greement was hinding on both parties. The Bqard
> by eld that ), statute before reforred to, 56 Vict. ch, 97, which,
&6t 1, declared thig to be a railway under the Ontario Railway
' d not affect the town’s rights, because the town were not

:ith?t;:e:::ltd]efismﬁom And, as this question seems to stand
ce,

» 1 May as well say what I have to say about it at

When _the first statute (35 Viet, ch, 64) in the series was
encg this Province had no general Railway Act, and the refer-
A sec. 4 jy, therefore, to the general Act of the late provinee of



