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sing those rights antecedently to, the enactrnent of the statutes
which deterinine their disposition, intended by the British
North America Act te create other law-inaking bodies
fashioned in that novel nieuld which, if we are to -iucetpt Mi-,
Lefroy's vicws, is suggestcd hy Lord IIersqchcl't, words.

My explanation of the relation of 'he judgxnent in a/uc vr.
Icmorl/iw$Boaei to the doctrine whieh I put forward as to

the real scope and lirnits of the so-called plenary pewers of
Canadian lcgislatures is imnpugnefl on the grotind that I-the
creation of a corporation does flot necessarily involve anly p
prietary rights," but , 1nierely the crcation of an entitv capable
cf beccening vested with proprietarv rights." 1 amn afraid that,
until r.Lefroy faveurs me with sorne explicit authorities, 1
rnust decline te accept his theory that aL corporate franchise is
flot a right of property. Sileh a privilege may in rnany cases
be cf smnall, and even rnerelv nominal value, but, 1 shculd
apprehend that, in the eve of the law, its value always
remains an appreciable quantity.

Mr. Lefrev aise thinks that, as Ilthe doctrine of inheren t
lawvmaking powers does net, on the authorities, apply te eui-
constitution," my argument based on the presumed right. of
Canadian legisiatures te exercise the right of eminent demaini
necessarilv falls te the ground. Here again, I mnust dcelinv
te evacuiate mnv position until I a.rn referred te) sorne judîcial
utterance going te prove that this gencral principle ais te the
non-existece of inherent p)oers c.,xtencls .) a soereign
power like that of erninent demiain. And even if I arn mis-
taken on this point, it is quite easv te reach bv another rwad
whichi avoids this difflculty thu conclusion whichi rny rernarks
on Mr. Lefrev's ob>servations recrardingrteEprpito
Acts were intended t.o establish. If a legislature lias the
capacitv t') authoriye the building of a railway, it riu.st have
the capacity te invest it,4 grantees with such pewers as an-,
reasonably necessary to carry eut the work, and one cf these
powers miust clear]y be that of compeiling individutals ',o part
with their property. Diveed from and unaided hy such a1
power, a grant cf a franchise fer execution cf an extensive
public werk weuld be, in almost any conceivable ca~,a inere
barren formality.
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