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mis 2, 3 and 4 of this section deal with the question of
!ndering or assignment of the policy and in general pro-
that this may be donc iointly by the assured and bene-
-y if the beneficiary is full age.
'A few points ini the other acts differ from the sim lar legis-
a in Saskatchewan. The list is by no inea-ns complete
perhaps somte important points have escaped my atten-

The greatest variety appears to exist in the clauses
.ng provision for the death of the beneficiary, but none
le provinces appear to think that the as6sured and the
>any have~ anyv riglit to contract betwveeni themsclves in
important particular.
ficlarles Protocted.
',Manitoba lias a peculiar provision which seems to inake
Eýgal for al man to i»nre his life in favor of a prefcrred
fciary under an enidowment policy for less than ten

or mnder a five-payment or single premiuxn life policy.
loulit the ijitention was- that the beneflciary under sucb a
v would not be regarded as preferred, but tie wording
iaimenta-bly faîled to express this idta. In Quebte the
lion is copmplicaited by the fact that the intricacies of the
law have to be taken int consideration. The pcreferred
of beneiiciaries is protected as in Ontario and changes

bc made subject to practically the isinersrito But
te case of ordinary bene.ficiaries, an acceptance of the
fit by the beneficiary removes the policy from the ex-.
ve conîrol of the as-ured. The diffictilty is that 'accept-

illuIstrateld b% inisurance legisi1ation_ Any opinion 1 express is
quite pvrson.t1 and no aujthor-ity whîvrhas been detlegated
to me( to s;lv anythling on behaîýif of ihu British Coluirlibia guv-
erfiment."

EWets of Jiadgm.nt
ýMr, tarreit lhorferdt the '<Insuralnce1 Reference
Cae, 1nd thv judgilenlt of the Privy Counlcilred'd

therein. -In the upahslot the. decision of theCir lordships Was,-
hie said. -a icoyfor ne(Itherl iide. It wasý, ufruiîl,
lie contiliued, -,a victory withotl peare and not paewith' ult
victory- . Perlhcas oIt. Canl Summ11airi/e ilt coinqene iii is
way, namely, that thc Domninionlss contre! over individuals
and provFIincil cepneand the provinces leste contro!

o)Ver Dominion companties and foreign copnein thc en
that lieither -iuîhority can prohibit from aryn on the
buisiness of insura-ince,, Adznitting this view te) beý sotnnd, th(-
future has yet to deitrmTine what are the full and precise
effects of the jtidgment, and it is ver>' probable. that further
litigation will bw inlevitabie ulnle.ss aL Via1 m<dial can be dis-
eovere-d by mutual consecnt»

Barred froni Rogulatlon.
By wvay of sumnmary Mi. Gairre-ti theni submnilte(d, that

while parlianient lias auitboriit 1 lgîiatei for alitais and Do-minion companies and iiiefrtç to trade and commerce 'it la barres! froni the regulation of an>'% single trade, likec in-
surance. "'lht new acî," lie sait, ti anatfrrglton
in the full nraning of that word and to the saine extent liq
the for mer act, Mr. Newcomibe, huiitf, aidmiittet thatt such
was the character of the rep)eailed act. In that light it dots
not atppea.r to be, propeily framet! legisiation within the meau-
mng of the Ilrivy Con i'sldgment in thr 'Insurince Ref-
erence,' Tt may be dcredas colorable lgsaln
Mr. Lefroy, in hi. book on 'Cinadal;'s Federal Sysýtein,' lavya
it down as a lrading proposition that parliinent cainno[t under
coier of gextera!i legisition dca! with what are, provincial
matters on] v, Such an rxercise of power constitutes an lit-
tcmpt le do indirect>' what there is ne athority te do> di-reetly. In certain other respects thit lgslt would s"ri
te f.ll within another of Mr. Lcfroy's ~rpstosv:,that
if parliament dots not posacis the leizislative power, neither
the exercise nor the centinued exeresse, cnf sucli power cai
confer it or make its; legialation binding. This is not te amY
that tht Dom)ninion ha- -no right i ail ini the irld of inaur-
ance mattera. I have quotet! frein a judgzment th(, pronource-
ment that a malter ma>' in n aspect belong to tht Dominion
and in another to a province. The taqk is te discover the
limits of our respective jurisdictions."
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