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abrogate this pierogative The legal effeot cd provinSg* legiuia
tion of ti. kind. O=not, tb.r.tee b. #aïd -to te *ery, easily
deterni2ned; it, may b. effeetual te prevent appeai. as o jht'
bint not appeaJi as cf gace; but.before vezLtk1g. op, thbe path
it would b. weIl to b. certain of the real effoet of what j, being
donc, mnd not paso laws which say one ting, and may b. foid
te mean Something l.

Some sucli reflections may posuibly have led to, the abandon.
ment cf the. Government'u original proposai te, restriet the rlght
of appeal to Ilu Majesty in Conneil which we are glad te me
was ultimately dropped.

RÉCENT MOTOR-L4R DECISIONS.

lI Aug., 1906, on the publication of the report of the Royal
Commission as to motor-cars, the London Law Times laid before
its readers a sunimary of the cases which had been docided under
the Locomotives on H-ighways Act, 1906, and the Motor Car Act,
1903, and ini a recent issue says - 'We now propose te, smn-
marize shortly the cames which have beau, before the courts
during the past two and a haif years. Although they have not
been numerous, sme interesting decisibns have been gfren on
the inioke question, on the application of the speed limit created
by the Parka Regulation Act, 1872, ta motor-cars, and on how far
a motor-car liable ta skid in a nuisance.

With regard to smoke, the question has generaUly arisen where
the driver cf thie motor-car hma beexi sumxnoned under the. pro-
visions cf the. Highways auxd Locomotives Amendment Act, 1878,
the contention cf the. prosecutien being that the exemption
granted by the. Locomotives on R~ighways A, 1896, tu moter-
cars, could not under the. circumstanceu b. rélled upon. By s.
30 of the. Act of 1878, every locomotive used on auy highway must
b. co:cstrupted on the. prineiple of consuming its own gimoke,
and ozxy person using any locomotive not 80 conutrueted or not
eonsumaing, so far au practicable, ite own mmoke,- isa e li able
ta a fine. It lu to b. notleed that two thlngg ax~e required under

_a

M


