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and their Lordships hold. that under s. 91, s-5. )9, and s. 92, s-s. îo.
the Dominion Parliament has exclusive right to prescribe regula-
tions for the construction, repair and alteration of the Canadian
Pacifié Railway; and the' Provincial Legislature has no power to
regulate the structure* or repair of any ditch forming part of its
authoriied works ; but it is wvithin th 'e power of a Provincial
Legislature to make regulations for the keeping of such ditches,
wii.hin its territorial jurisdliction, clean and free frorn obstructions.

OUARANTRE -BON D- CONSTRUCT ION-RECITA L IN~ BOND.

Australiait joint Stock Bank v. Baile, (;8qq) A.C. 396, is an
appeal from the Supreme Court of Newv South Wales, and the
only question involved %vas the construction of a bond. The facts
were as follows - The respondent %vith others gave a joint and
several guarantee to the appellant bank limited to £2,500, in
respect of overdràfts by a customer of the bank. Subsequently,
the respondenle, with others, gave a joint and several bond to the
bank, reciting a desire for advances tr, the sanie customner, and
securing the payrnent of the balance of the account current. The
L.ction was brought both on the gtuaran' -e, and the bond ;the
guarantee wvas held to be invalid, and the defendant clairned that
bis liability on the bond was limnited to the arnount due ov, and
above that intended to be secured by the guarantee. This con-
t ention %vas based on the ground that the bond contained a
recital that the obligors iwere desirous to obtain adivances " in
addition to the sunil ' btwred by the guaranitce :but inasrnuch as
the cônditionl of the bond clearly covered the whole balance due
in respect of aIl rnoneys advanced by the bank to the customer ini
question, the commaittee wvas of opinion that its operative effect
could not be restricted by the recital, and alloved the appeal and
reversed the judgment of the court below.

WILL-EvitioNcE OF EXEtCeTI0N OF WILL-DENIAL UV ATTESTING WITNrss-

TESTAMSN9'TARY CAPACITV.

pikiligloi v. Gray, (1899) A.C. 401, was an appeal (ronm the
Chancer), Court of B3ermuda. The action was to establish a will,
and fer administration of the testator's estate, in which one of the
defendatits contested the validity of the will, both on the ground
of its not having been duly executed, and because of the testato>s
alleged want of testamentary capacity. Probate had been grantcd


