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CASADIA.N CASES BEFORE PRIVY COUNCIL.

the Will, the interest of third parties, how- classes of subjects by this Act ass Igned exclu-
ever, being carefully protected. sively to the Legisiatures of the provinces."

competetheMarh nuberof he Similarly sect. 92 gives to the provincial Legis-'rhi coplee th Mach umbe ofthelatures exclusive power to mnake laws in relationlýw Reports, and brings our review Up to date, to sixteen enumnerated classes of subjects.
ardWe may hope shortly to be able to take sharp ust, however, have been foreseen that no

sapand definite line had been or could be"P the LAW JOURNAL Reports for the current, drawn, and the words of sect. 91 seemn to en-
Year, 'so3 as to notice such cases as have not deavou r to provide for the case of an apparent
been conflict. The fact, however, that the questionIrePorted in the Law Reports. has been raised in as many as six different

appeals before the Judicial Committee, and that- ----- in two of theni the decisions of the courts below
were reversed, shows the matter is not left free

C-4NVAI N CASES BEFORE froni doubt. In the first case (L' Union St.
PRIV COUA17CL.facques de Montreal v. Belisie, L. Rep. 6 P. C.
PRLVY~ 1ONCL 3; 3 1 L. T. Rep. N. S. i ii) it was held that an

-- Act of a provincial Legisiature, passed to relieveTVhe English Lav' flrnes l)ublishes the fol- a benefit society which was in a state of financial.10mgshr eurco tedcsin hihhv embarrassment, related to "a matter merely, of a'119shot rsum'ofthe eciion whch avelocal or private nature in the province," withinberi given by the Judicial Committee of the sect. 92 of the Act, and not to "bankruptcy and?ip výY Couniciî, in cases where questions as to insolvency," within sect. 91, and was therefore
th Oeso rvnilLgsaue ner thelot ultra vires. Similarly in Dow v. Black (L.POwrs f Povicia Leislturs udertheRep. 6 P. C. 272 ; 32 L. T. Rep. N. S. 274) anhritish North America Act have corne before Act empowering the majority of the inhabitants

1t~. of a parish to raise, by local taxation, a subsidyitThe working out of our complex consti- for the promotion of the construction of a railw'ay
s*tiOfl, Is undoubtedly full of instruction to already authorised by statute, was held to relate

ýltntS 0f politics everywhere. The article to a local matter within the province, though
Dublshedundr th tile o " ower ofthe railway was intended to extend'beyond thepolihe une.h îi f"oeso province, and "railways extendîng beyond therovilcial Legisiatures," and is as follows.- limits of the province" are expressly excepted

cch from the control of the Provincial Legislatures.ca he case of The Citizens' Insurance CoinP'anY In both these cases the courts below had takena>da v. Parsons (45 L. T. N. S. 72 1) raises the opposite view.di a question which has been several times82~aSed by the Judicial Committee-namely, The case of The Attorney- General for Quebec
P'e distributio of legislative power between the v. The Quecn Insurance Gompiany (.3 App. Cas.
Variia ent of Canada and the legislatures of the 1090; 38,L. T. Rep. N. S. 897) decided that the

%oi Provinces comprised in the Dominion ; imposition of a stamp duty on policies of assur-
Cha present time the practical working of ance. renewals and receipts, %vas not " direct'Ou't Constitution as that of Canada is not with- taxation within the province," and was ultrap1 'terest and instruction both for lawyers and vires.

t'îtcans) in reference to possible proposals for In I7aliin v. Langlois (5 App. Cas. 115 ; 41 L.""t~ension of the principle of local self-govern T. Rep. N. S. 662) leave to appeal was refused't t the Uinited Kingdom. on petition, on the ground that " the administra.iheiTatteiprvddfrbscs91t95o tion of justice in the province, including the con-th a ~frthericad foAycts f 186 (.oVictO stîtution, maintenance and organization of pro.Creae bY Which the Dominion of Canada wa vincial courts, both of civil and criminal juris-v~e * The scheme of this legislation is to diction, and including procedure in civil matters
tthe Dominion Parliament authority to in those courts," which was reserved to the14 al .lsfor the good governiment of Canada Provincial Legislature, did not relate to election

,bttesntcmn within such classes of petitions.1-.t* ase assigne exclusively to the Pro- In Cushing v. Dubjuy (5 App. Cas. 409 ; 42 L.b gt slatures ; but "for greater certainty T. Rep. N. S. 445) it was decicled that sect. 91,fure cit so as to restrict the generality of the by reserving to the D)ominion Parliament ques-Se1ternS of this section," sect. 91 assigns tions of "bankruptcy and insolvency," give powert ent* Inion Parliament exclusive authority to interfere to that extent with "property andtu -Ynlne enumierýted classes of subjects, civil rights in the province," though sect. 92ithin n ii es as foîllows :-"Any matter coming assigned theni to the P1rovincial Legislature.
>iaiyhs2 0'f th e classes of subjects enumerated But in the last case (The C-itizensý' Insurance
44tii l Secasn shal 1 not be deemed to corne CoPnpany v. Parsons) referred to above, the~lre telasof matters of a local or private Judicial Committee held that those words cover-Co IPrised in the enumeration of the ed a provincial statute "to secure unifôrrm con-


