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are clcarly expressed or implied in. the evolution of the. work;

(1> the undertaking of the work; (2) the execution of the. work;

(3) the imposition of the special aseessament to nieet the cost of

lie work.

A local improvement work may bc udrae"b ui

cipal corporation in varions ways. This work the -onil elected

to undertake ini the ý.vay authorised by sec. 9. To the validity of

its being undertaken under this section a by.-law of concil wats

necessary, passed by a two-thirds vote of ail the mnemnbers, de-

claring that its construction ivas desirable, while a1 prerequisîte

to ils validly passing was publication o! the notice of the coun-

cil's intention, under sec. 11. Upon thiese provisions being oh-

scrved, and until the passing of the amnendment of 1914. the,

authority o! the corporation to priocede( with sueh a work so

undertaken could not be questioned, tie foundation for the work

so laid was unassailable--the statute expressly, providing that

thc owners o! the land affected should not have the right to 1ldg

a counter-petitioll with tie council. This eprvto o! te righti

of counter-petition, or other effectiv-e protest, wvas anomnalouh

when the work was undertaken oin thc couneiil 's own. motion, tic

one exception bcing the case of suci suhsidiary worksm as privaite

drain connections. For instanee, where the couineil proeceds

on the initiative plan under sec. 13, thc right o! couinter-petitioli

is vested in. a majority o! the property-owners representing one-

hal! in value of thc lots hiable to be ipe-ially asse.Unler

sec. 7, in lie case o! a work, however undertaken, falling lu fine

o! the several enumerated catagorice and ex(cding in vosi

$50,000, any person whose land le to be epeeially nIIP[

give notice tint hie objecta oit certain grounids to the work boing

undertaken, and thereafler the work cannot bc proeeeded with

until the approval of thus Board has been obtained. It is to lx,

noted that in these cases the action o! the corporation le arresed

at the prelîminary stage of lhe work, and the objeetor iR reniedi-
leus, once tic work has been exeeuted.

The Board i8 o! the opinion that lhe ainendmient o! 1914 is

intended to remedy tie anomaly above noted, and to give to dis-

sentient land-owncrs a remedy analogous to those given 1by \

cýounter-petition under sec. 13, and by notice to the. conneil uinder

sec. 7. As, howcvcr, the latter remedies are exerrisable and effec

tive at thc earliest stage of tie work, and before it bas been

actually execute so thc Board le o! opinion tiat under the

amenduient. of 1914 ils intervention Inay be invoked only at tiaI

stage. Truc, secs. 7 and 13 prescribe a time-limit foi- artion h%-


