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whicb produced his letter. We need bardly
say that an argument on behaif of the general
principle of disallowance is that the interests
of the IDominion as a wbole are paramiount to
those of any particular province, and that
where they clash, or appear to clash, it is
necessary that the latter should give way to
the former. Any 1)owers given to the central
authority by the Constitution, as authorized
or covered by the British North America Act,
were so given by the Imperial authoritie3 with
the consent of ail parties interested, and were
no doubt sucb as were considered necessary
for the good government of the D)ominion.
How fat these powers extend in certain cases,
may of course be a inatter for discussion and
a question for some Court of competent juris-
diction, or for Imrperial legislative interférence.

We miay remark here, in connection with
the discussion of these mnatters, that the
Dominion Governmcnnt should not be looked
upon as thougb composed of foreigners lin1-
bued with a desire to tyrannise over the pro-
vincial autonomies. The Ministers at Ottawa
are Our servants as much as those who rule in
the provinces ; they are elected by the samne
p)eop)le, and responsible to the same public
opinion to be constitullonally expressed..
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If Smith says to Brown, a medical man,
"Attend upon Robinson, and if he does not

pay you I will," that being a promise to
answer for a debt of Robinson's, for which
he is also hiable, the guarantee is only a col-
lateral undertaking, and, under the Statute of
Frauds, must be in writing and signed by
Smith, or Somne other person thereunto by himn
lawfully authorised, in order to be binding
upon hlm. But if Smith says to Dr. Brown,
absolutely and unqualifiedîy, "cAttend upon
Robinson, and charge your bill to mie," or
"I1 will pay you for your attendance upon
Robinson," then the whole credit being given
to Smith, no written agreecînent is necessary

to enable the doctor to recover the amount
of bis account from him, since it is absolutely
the debt, of Smith : (Smith on Contracts, 85.)

Where a person calîs at the office of a
physician, and, he being absent, the visitor
leaves his business card with these words
written on it, " Cail on Mrs. Jones, at No.
769 Highi Street," handing it to the clerk in
attendance, with the request that he would
give it to the doctor, and tell hiYn to go as soon
as possible. This caller becomes hiable to
pay the doctor's bill for'attendance upon Mrs.
Jones in pursuance of such message. Yet
Mrs. Jones, if a widow, may also be be hiable;
for one who acquiesces in the employment of
a physician, and implies, by bis or ber con-
duct, that the doctor is attending at bis or
ber request, is resl)onsible for the value of his
services. If Mrs. Jones is living with her
husband, or, without ber fiault, away from him,
the doctor bas still another string to his bow,
and may recover the amount of bis bill frorn
Mr. Jones ; for the ,rule is, that a husband
must pay his wife's doctors' bills. 0f course
the doctor cannot make aIl three l)ay: (Brad-
ley v. Drýe, 45 How., N.Y., Pr. 57; Grane
v. Bandone, 65 Barb., N.XT., 261 Rarrson
v. Grady, 13 IL. '1, N. S., 369; .ý?faîn v.

'fercer, 8 Neb., 537.>
Long since, Park, J., was clearly of the

opinion t hat if a mere stranger directed a
surgeon to attend a poor man, such person
was clearly hiable to pay the surgeon : (f 1Vat-

/içv. Wa/er, 1 C. & P. 13 2). Vet, in some
cases in the United States, it has been held
that the man who merely ý'à1ls the doctor is
not bound to pay him. Wben, for instance,
in Pennsylvania, a son of fA age, when living
with bis father, fell sick, and the father went
for the doctor, urging hlm to visit his son.
Afterwards the physician sued the parent. The
Court said this was wrongg that he should
have sued the son, as the father went as a
messenger only, that the son, who had the
benefit of the services, was the responsible
person ; and remarked that it was clear that
had the defendant been a stranger, however
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