
Engltisk Army Act. 607

re-enacted with some amendments in the Armny Act, 1g8, which
is now in force-

into operation annually by àn Act of Parliament called " The Army

(annual) Act," thus secuning the constitutional principle of the con-

trol of Parliament lover the discipline requisite for the government
of the army.

it should bc remembered that the Army Act is part of the

Statute Law, and that ail persons, irrespective of their beingy sub-
ject to mnilitary law, are bound to obey those provisions contained
in it w.hich are applicable to them, for instance, policemen are liable
with respect to billetting or impressrnent of carniages. Innkeepers
with respect to billetting and ail persons, in reference to certain
offences specified in the Act.

As to the application of Imperial legislation in Canada we are
governied by the rules affecting the territorial effect of Impenial j
statutes in the British Colonies.

Hardcastle, on Statutes, 2n1d cd., 1.S92, on pp. 446-44), says
on this subject: " Theoreticallv the British Parlianient can legis-
late for the whole empire, but it is never presumned to legisiate
exccpt for the whole United Kingdom, unless apt %words are
insertcd in the Act " (in the preserit instance this has been done and
the Act 6.3 & 64 Vict., c. 5, must be read and construed as part of
the Ar.m% Act). Acts wvhich extcnd to, ail 1-er Majesty's i
Dominion override the inconsistcnt provisions of every prior 1
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Imperial or Colonial Act relating to an%, British possession. This
is a clear constitutionai rule and has been recogniizedi in Canadian

decisions :Re&. v. Gol/ege of P*ysicieins and .~P.go.~ U.C.R.
56.1.

O11 pag1e 425 the same wvriter says It lias more than once ï
been contended iii Canada that the Brnitish North America Act, 4
1867. ainounted to an abdication by the lin perial Palimament of ail
ltgisiative authority in Canada in respect of the n-atters deait %Yith
b-. that \ct. But this contention appears to have beenl based on , .
reasoningy from the Constitution of the United States, and bas been
rejectc(l bv the Canadman courts. In ig79 it wvas colntcnded that P-is '

the li nperial Medical Acts of 1858 and i 868 were overridden b>'
the B3ritish North America Act of 1867, ani b>' the Ontario Act of
1874, jn-ýssed in execution of the legisiative authority given by the
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