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4 somewhere eali t-s in our coasttional law used as a symbol. When we
41i,ýýVw"s teaspeak of the IGag, fot as a mean, but as a symbol, we usually employ

the terni "the Crown."
W. speak of a statute not blnding "«the Crown"-wïe dc pot say "the

*~< ,~;s~' Kng"-exeept by express words or naeessar inteedment. "The Orown,"
in such use of the expression, ie the symbol of executive power.

And oin Hatsbury's Lawe of England, vol. (L, p. 425, it le maid.-
"Where representative or representaitive and responsible govermont lias

benconferred upon a colony . . . the prerogatives in relation to govern-
ment become msimilated ta those exerrisable by the Crown with regard to
the Imperial Goveroment, t.hough delegated ta the governors of the variotis
colonies."

And again, vol. 27, p. 18:-
"Wherewe talk of the Crown beiag bound by the provisions of a statute,

0. if dirertly or by ncessary implication referied to, "'the Crown" neans not
orty fie Ring pereonally, but, aiea, the officers of State when acting on bch:tlf
of the Crown in discharge of executive dlutice, whotlîcr in the United Kingdom
or anywhere within B3ritish Dominiiong."

Now a gift of lagislative power <arries with it a corresponding executive
power, even where sucb executive power is of a prerogative character, uinlems
there be some restraining enactmnent. The authorities are collerted in Canada
riederal Systese, pp. 24, 28; and see Donasse Creek case, 20 D.L.L. 273,
[191611I A.C. 566. There is no guch restraining enactment ir the cme of our
provincial legislaturce, except that they may not affect the office of Lieutenant-
Governor: B.N.A. Act, si 92, sub-se. 1. Consequently our provincial l~.,
latî,res can in thse inatters and nithin the territorial limite to which their
legisiative power extende, affect the executive power. In other words they
can bind "the Crown" so far am; it symbolimes provincial executive power, but
no further. They rannot bind "the Crown" so far as it symbolises executive
power over the Domnion ne a whole; or so far sa it symboliser exeeuti'e
pawer aver the United Kingdom; or se fae as it symbolise executive power
ovnér the Empire as a who)e, wherc there bas been a reserve o! such executive
power in granting self-government to the Dominions, or wherc statutce of the'
Imperia[ Parliament extending ta the Empire generally permit or require the
e -ercise af sucb Impcrial power.

As the Judges of the, Exehequer Chamber say in Phillips v. Eyre (1870),
L.R. 6 Q.B. 1, 20:-

"'A oanfirxned Act of the local legimiature lawfully constituted, whether
in a settlod or a conquered colony, has as ta tiailrs iWdhin ils tmne" and
the ffinits ol il. jur,&ýdiction, the operation and force of sovereige legislatiori,
though subjeet to be cntrolied by the Impérial Parliunent."

The Executive, of course, comprises the King and bis Ministcrs the
ehief ai which forse the Cabinet: Anson'a Law and Cut4om- of thé Constitu-
tion, Ilth ed., vol. 1, p. 41.

* The question ai thse right of a Dominion or provineial legishituro ta inter-
fere ith the MRis prerogatîve as the foitntain of jtaticýe, to allow an appeni
(rota thse local courts to thse JudicieJ Committen ai the Privy Council, is eub-
jeot ta songe epecial earimiderations. lie this a local or an Imperial exercise of
prerogstive?
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