
appeals frein the Supreie Court of Canada, via., that Isave will
rit bp granted unlema the eaue la one of~ gravity lnvolving matter
of publie interest or sme important question of law, or lnvolv.
inig property of sme conidérable amouxtt, or lit otherwise
a eaue of pu'blic importanee, or of a very aubatantial
oharauter. In the prement cm a lirnited eompany acting upon a
trunster- oreeute&- by -attorney, -the-poNerý of -attorney having_ been
signed ty the plaintiff when et unaotind mimd, had transforred
ghares standing ini the plaintflfa name, and the Higli Court had
held the power was void, and the transfer a nullity. Their Lord-
shipm did not mei any reason te donut the eorreetness of the de-
eiiiion, and refuued Icave te appeal. This case at ail events shews
one of the dangers: of acting on the faitli of a power of attorney.

1.S.0. c. 47, s. 4-CONSTItuOTIO%î.

In AUcrnotiy-General of Masnitoba v. Attot-iiy.CJeteroi of Can-
ada (1904) A.C. 799, the meaning of R.S.C. c. 47, s. 4, was in
question. That act provides that ail Crown lands in Manitoba
that may bc, shtwn te the saîisfaction of the Dominion Govern-
ruent te 1,e -,wamp lands shall boe transferred te the Province of
Manitoba '.nd enure wholly te its benefit and uses. The question
was whetLier the Province was entitled to the benefiu of such
swamp lands %&s from the date of th3 Act. The Judicial Corn-
miittee of the Privy Council (Lords Macnaghten, Davey, Rob,-
ertzon and Lindley and Sir A. Wilson) affirmed the judgment
of the Supreme Court, holding that the section did net operate
as an immediate transfer te the 'Province, but only f rom the date
of an Order of Couneil made after survey and seleetion as pre-
scribed by the Act, directing that the selected lands hi vested iii
thé Province, and down te that date, the proflts of such lands be-
Ionged te the Dominion Governnment.

SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEBAL TO KING IN dOU-NOccxî.
Ewing v. Dominion Bank (1904) KOC. 806» wa% an applica-

tion for special leave te appeal te His Maiesty in Couneil. The
applicant had appealed te the Supreme Court of Canada and had
failed. No important question of law was raised and the louve
tD appeal was rît umed.

ExuTum :-On p. 260, in the third Une frein the end cf the
page, for 1893 read 1903. And on p, 261, line 7, for s. 14 read
s.4.


