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iu~e nd deterined. 'l'lie terins of the ztatuti, etannot iuhibit
thef exarnination of that question.

These, siatutes purport to be passvd in pursuance of tie riglit
tu eiit as to inutieipal instittufjin'.iisin the provitiee: Britishi
'Nor:th Amîerica Adt, 1867, eu. 92 (8). 'l'lai gives the righit to
( ri ate a legal bod 'vfor tlew mîanagemnt of muinicipal affairs (as
-Wid b-v Lord. Walsonj iii Attorney-t huerai for OIntario v~. Attor-

nr-inrlfor Canada, 118961 A. C. 361). And, n 1) v iessarv
vonsequlticice, that imn]» i, at riglit to deline what difie azîd whant
ranI-g f subjeets shall lie intrusted oi delegated for regulation

aîjid control to thei local subordinrate bod.v. I t i's opeii. therefore,
for the, proper tinderstanding of the conitutiîiionî lo regard what
haid ben (lonte timer provincial laws beforq, aîid a fter thle es.tab-

lishîwnen ofr the fadera] governmneit of Canada....
[T C hanvýelior then briefly sketclîed tlie liistorY of muni-

ci1pal self-government froin 1793 to 1849, wlieni it took itý ze~n
form11.]

In 'hnrt, it mnîî ha said thai, the lawrgadiigicnuiipî
1n1-1 itut1ons of îlîis province liad reced(ý a stîmple forn ad body

pnrIm i, Cotîfederation, and it does not seeli icesar to follow
t1ie iiatteri in mtore detail iii the pref'senii jîiient. Thi- 1 liave
enide.aý ouedi fo do in Sizîlili v. ('11v (if L ondoun, p-1. wîc a

arudbefofre 1 lad fuîll v cosdrdiîî jîîdgiint li 011- vse
I haie. Saîd sO întieh a t tire inroduictorv facts and eireui( tnv
to shew.% thait at a vrtaiiî stage fuisq litigation is a(linti-al '~Ill

thlat Ill Ille Lonidon case.
ianotdisî inguish the legîîl rid constitutional aset 4n

flc uetin submaitted for adjudicationî in eacli case: thîe are
idenitical aid, for- this reason 1 forbear to labour the dtisfur-

t [r wou]d 1e bomid by 1lic d1cî.nî of tie l)ix îiixi Court
i t1e Lomii caead 1 amn williîg tu adopt the coniclusion thiere

arived aii withoit furtier eLaboratioxi. Tu1e silgle poýint of (lif-
fecqa(v Mi tuait tareus an ;IItiI electrie light, coînpanin l To-

rontio, is not a umiaterialdifrne
Whiether wýith or wîthouit -oiip-tliuoî, tue object, of the legis-

lattire aind of the eitv authori.ies inst be to secuire an qdeqilatp
siupply of eviet servicc for t]ic ned of ail at a fair and renson-

atpile raiie of compensation. Tis poiîit asý to oen),tiuoii i, leit
withîi iii a controversv not mnlike tlie presenit bý v.JsieSia

in the Fi.der.ai Court o!f lie 'United Staes ii liîpson1-1Hoil
(7o. v. Ci ty of id wton. 42 Fed. R. 723,

The jdnntwill ha in the same ternis as in Sînlil v. Citv
of London.


