- 1 he Canada Law /0%7/%@/,

S
w OCTOBER 17, 1892. No. 16.
of OVrYtE I}a\fe received advar.lce sh.eets of a digest of the Game and Fishing Laws
ing. ,Elo’ about to be PUbllShG{d in pamphlet form of a size convenient for carry-
and o tle‘nume{rous changes in the _laws recently made both by the Dominion
of then afrxf) Legislatures make th1.s little work very timely, and a glance at a few
pileq references shows that the digest has been carefully and thoroughly com-
‘n“mt,)ea ”;atter of no little difficulty when there is taken into consideration the
re'enacrt Od amended statutes, not to speak of Orders in Council, suspended and
8ame be : .The Ontario HO}]SG has the admitted right to legislate concerning
Vingig] Ilit with regard to the fisheries the case is different. Originally, the Pro-
OHIy N deglslature- c.launed _].urlschctl?n over non-navigable and inlthd waters
g&b];: sItl the Dominion Parliament .smlllarly over the greater lakes and navi-
o reams; but now thfa latter claims all rights throughout the Dominion, and
inge ntxarlo Government, in Sélf-defe{1c§, claims all rights throughout the Prov-
shor.ﬂ Ve beh'eve.thls question of JU'YISdlCtion will be settled by a test case
‘ V to be tried in the New Brunswick courts.

d by the death of Chief Jus-

T :
HE vacancy in the Supreme Court Bench cause
onsensus of

& Ritnh: ‘
QpinithChle has not vet been filled. There seems to be a general ¢
_i21on that Sir John Thompson would be a great acquisition to the court. It

$ saj .
d, however, that reasons of a political character prevent his retiring from

- Publj.
. Plic life at present. The name of Mr. Justice Strong is mentioned as the one
anded the confi-

R

eilcyetzfﬁll the vacant place. Thecourt has not in the past comm or
~ Shoyyg the public to the extent that the court of final resort for the Dominion
Cag g, There are reasons for this quite apart from the personnel-of the court,
:F,Which is very difficult to suggest & remedy, One defect there 1s, however,
i} shouldCOuld and ought to be remedied. .It Is most desirable that such a court:

terriy, (as }?as before been pointed out) §ve its judgment as @ court, without re-
ong lg) to dlssenFing opinions, if any such 'there be—in the same same Way 3$ is
3 °0nsy1the-Judlcml Committee of the Privy Council. If this shou'ld_ necessitate
Juger ultation among the members of the court before the delivery of each
: ent (which, as is generally supposed, is not the case at present), no harm

d result.
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ounded by Osler, J.A- in Moove v. Fackson,
bers of the profession thinking. He asks:

cal estate which is not “geparate estate”
in the absence of some absolute ex-

E fancy the conundrum prop
ma‘ 3'96, will set not a few mem
With rried woman disposes of her r

her husband’s concurrence, HOWs




