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whoie case, The proclamation \vas issuod andie its ternis cýon-
sented to hy the city.

1 entirely agre that neither t1w iunntoerr
for bis R~oyal Master caa as sueh iivaldate- au greîv
whieh is ultra vires of any municipal corporation. Tho
legislature car), bowever, give to the iteatUvrr
pouwers wbieh otherwise lie would flot haie. It is tooý laie
in the day to eontend that the le-gisiature, of' 4Ontarjolias only

a delegated power, anmi, as deleugauuis nlon potcsidhgae
their powers cannot be dulugatud. luiiae s TheQce
v. Burali, 3 App. Cas. 889. P'owell v. Apollo adeU,
le pp Cas. 290, and Ilodge v. The Queeîî, !) App. Cask, 1?

malike it beyond any qjuestion that our >sisatr in lu no
sensu a delegate of or aiguwler anyi. iiaiidateý fromi the
linprial Parliainent. It is beod anyl ii question that, miîin

ie liinits of its juide ion ls authorityý is ils vlur andl
ample ils thatù of* theo inîpeial Parliaîuen.1t, ani 1111Y be. as
freely and effoctively ecgtd

The power or the legislaitur-e is aidygiven1 if thele) s
l»tuiro had thîe power itacîf whielî thie statuite conifurs uponki
hlmt, ani it cannot be argiwd that, had( thie legi-siati-4 uro passe
an Act in the termis of the proclamation,.ue anr Ac(t would
be, valid. Tjhis being so, the proelaination is effectuaI, and,

ihieve imy be the ûperms and eondltlion. olf the( p)roc(lilma-
tion, these ternis and conditions haet1e samne efetiv a1-
though they were containedl in a ýstatutet. But it is lxc1is>i
they are in the proclamation, not bcuetlîev\ are( in dte
agreement, that they are effective '-and the riglits heen e
are statutory and not contractual. Th'le towniship lwas w,

more interest in enforcinig the righits, if auny , oJ the inhabi-
tpnta of the township under this proclamation than thos
under any Statute; the township then Ilotilg flot have heenci a
party te, the action.

There being no one bpfore the Court entiled to suich a
broad decolaration as is conýitaiiied in clause 2 of hie- judg-
ment, that clause should be struek oult.

Against clauses ý3 and 41 there 1, rno aippeal. Asz to) the
latter, however, soriething miay be said. The dfnat
coxuplain that the learned trial Judge aimadve(I-irtel against
the dvfuenee in a mianneir not jiistifivd b)v ilhe favis. 1 flnd
thiat he (lid Say thlat the city h ad leen aboueydsoetin
its defence. No dloubt, thia remiark wais valled forth hy' the,
fact that the city, after entering ioto ani agreveent in 1902,
and re4ceivinig monoy fromn the plainftf Ramevs, as, thevy did,1


