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plaintiffs' predecessor ini titi.. Many years after the. grant
natural gas ws diacovered on the. land and the Canada Coin-
pany clained 'it under the reser.'ation in the. deed and grs.nted
it to the. defendant compazly witl' the right to enter and redover.
it. The action was brought to restrain the defendarits froni
entering upon or interfering with the plaintifsé' land. The
Chancellor who tried tLj action held that the. reservation carried

* the right to ail, but not the right to seareli and bore for natural
gas. The Court of Appeal afllrmed this detision, Meredith,
iA., dissenting. The Judicial Cornxittee of the Privy Couneil

* ýLord Haldane, L.C., and Lords Macnaghten and Atkinson and
Sir Charles Fitzpatrick), while conceding that natural gas being
teither 'animal nor vegetable must be clasaed as a " minerai, " yet
were of the opinion that the reservation of minerais in the
deed was not ta be construed in the widest sense, but by the
intention of the parties wheu the deed was made-and it appear-
ing by the evidence that natural gai did inot becomne commer-
cially valu-able until 1880 and that priar thereto it had been
regarded as a destructive and dangerous element to be gat rid
of if possible, and that it did not begih to be utilized until 1890.
Their Lordahips thereupon concluded. that it could not; be in-
ferred that this praduet was ineluded in the reservation in
1867. The judgment of the Court of .Appeal was therefore
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-ie re Questions Concerning Mvarr fige (1912) A.O. 880. This
in the case in which the questions touehing the Dominion Par-
liament 's juriadietion over inarriage and its right ta pans the
proposed Lancaster Bill are discusaed. The Judicial Committee
of the Privy Couneil (Lord Ilaldane, L.C., and Lards Hls-
bury, Maenaghten, Atkinson and Shaw and Chief Baron Palles)
determined that the Dominion Parliament had no power ta pais
the proposed bill. The question whether the law of the Prov-
ince of Quebec renders nuli and void a marriage between
Protestant and Roman Catholie or between two Roman Catholies
unless soleminized before a Roman prient their Lordships treat
as superfluous and do flot; answer. Their Lordships are of thc
opinion that the powers conferred on the Dominion Parliainent
concerning marriage do not cover "the whole field of validity,"
but that the provinces by virtue of their jurisdiction over the

* solemnization of marriage have also power no ta legislate on that
subject s0 as to affect the validity of r. irriages. On thre whole


