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rather disavowed i-voking it. Mr. Geoffrion, however, appealed
'r- to it. and in bis brief reply Mr. Chrysior appeareci to insist upon

its application. If tliis rule of construction would otherwise have
a) governed, its application to section 6 of the War Measures Act of

to 1914 is clearl.v excluded by the words which precedle the enumera-
n . ..... tion of the specified subjects, narnely, "for greater certaizity, but
te not sQ as to restrict the gonerality of the foregoing terms, it is
er liereby declared, etc." That samie language ifond in section
a- Oi, of the B. N. A. Act, and 1 have neyer heard it suggested that the
ee resiLi-îary powei of Parliament under the general ternis of that
Y, section" to make laws for the peace, order and good goveriment
er of Canada" are restricted to matters and thinge jude generis
S- Nvitl the subjects enunîerated in its succeedi4g luss or, as

ýd Mr. Chrysier put bis argument en this branch in opening, that the
91peeifie(d subiects should bo regarded as illustrative cf the cla,48es
(f niatters to which the appliration of the prereding general

'n ternis should be confined. Rather, I thiniz, as put by Mr. New-
In c!Olmbe and Mr. Tilley, the specification should ho rieemed to 1;o of
to cases in which there rnight he such doubt as te whether they fell

within the axnbit of the general terms-wide as thiey are-that ex
of chu ndante c;autela it wvas safer te mention theni-3.pecifically.
of Mr. Justice Beck appoars to have aupreciated that this was the
in purpose of t.he wotds "for greater certaînty," etc.; yet, by some

mnLo process that I ani unable te follow, after saying "the
1. enurneration cf the particular subjects of jurisdiction is obviously

et niadc in order te reinove doubta which xnight possibly arise as te
îie whether or not the particulprized subjects would fait within the
âe general statement of the subjeets of jurisdiction," ho proceeds te
'to a«1d that "sueli an enurnertatien of particular subjects must noces-
al skirily be taken as interpretative and illustratiî e of the genieral
of words, which must consequently- ho interpreted as intended to com-

prise only such subjects, in addition tc those particularly specified,
Lis as fail within a generie class cf which the sperified instances are
Mi illustrative and definite cf the general characterist-icà cf the class;"
rt and hoe makes a strict application cf the ejusden. generis ndle,
be thereby excludiîîg the making of orders for the enlistinent cf cer-
as fiiiie n exempt under the Military Service Act, 1917, as te which,
at %vhatever else niaï 1)0 said cf thein, there cannot ho a ohad(ow of

a- douht that they were inade, "by reaBon cf the existence of real
%var " and beeause " deemed neeessary or ad viQable fer the seeurity,
defence and welfara, cf ('ailada."

ty The very purpose cf inserting the words "for greater certainty,
cil hîut not eo aF; te restriet the generality cf the foregoing terni,%,"
Id would appear te have been te insure thec exclusion of the rule of

vo construcetion under colisideration. "The ternis" cf s. 6, the gener-
ality c f which is not restricted, are " te do and aùthorize sucIî acts

nt and thijngs and te miake frein tume te turne such orders and rlegu-
or lat ions as he.niay by rea8en of the existence of real or apprehended


