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with the insurance did flot constitute an. amePtance Of the ele-
vator.

aaU and Mtinty, for plaintffs. Mu-nson, K.C., and Laird,
for defendants.

Mathers, J.] IN< RE MORISt ExLsC'rIN, [Nov. 29, 1907.

Ehection petit ion - Wa ».t of prosec tion.

Motion to dismiss the petitioit herein on the ground that six
months liad elapsed without the trial having been commenced
or auy order moade enlarging the tiie for commnencing it. There
is no provision in the Manitoba Controverted Eleetion Act,
R.S.M. 1902. P. 34, or in anY of the rutos of Court applicable to
election petitions in the Province, liiiniting the time within which
the trial must be comxneneed. Section 31,; of the Doioxnion Cou-
troverted Elections Adt does, however, eontain sueh a provi-
sion and the respondcnt's contention was that that section of
the Dominion Act is ineorporCled unto the local Act by the
effeet of sections 10 and 13 of the latter Aet.

Section 10 gives power' to the judges to miake general orders
for the effectuai execution of the Act and of the intention and
objeet thereof. and tlic regulation of tlic praetiee and pro'-edture
ith respect to election petitions and the trial thereof, and .4ee-

tion 13 says that, "in ail cases unprovidcd for by suieh miles
When made, the principles, practive and miles then iii foref., Iii
ivl'ieli eleetion petitiong touehing the election of n'it>inhes à,
thie Ilouse of Coninons of Canada are govemned shall he oh-

gevd o for as, consîstently %vîth tbis Aet. they may he ;o oh-
setrved.'' Sine section 39 of the D)ominion Act 'vas fitst vii-
&ieted. the Manitoba Act has on several occasions been revisr 1
dnd1 amended.

lIcId. that. in interpreting an Act whieh creates new juris-
d iet ions or delegates suhordinate legrisiative or other powers,
ilit prinriple of Rtrict construction shouid be applied and a dis-
tinct and unequivocai enaetnient iN réquired for the purpose of
i'ithev adding to or taking fr<u the jurisdiction of the Court.

"It igfnosi to suppose that the legisiature intended, ax
it tvereý by a side wind, to brin!g into operation go important a
provision as gection 39 of the Dominion A-t, and thé Court wil
nof assumep that gueh was the intention: Srnilt v. Bro-iii L.R.
6~. Q.B. 729. Even if section 13 is suffleiently wide to inelude
tbc provisions of the Dominion Act. only queh provisions of it


