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there are of autiiority wit~h us-and 1 amn unable to reçani
opinion lurssdi Re Davis that the law of Ontario, str
speaking, ltnows nothing of adoption. As the Chaclo
flot deeided te the contrary (in R. IItthinson), I amrnat lit
to follow iuy owxi judgmnent.

lt follows that iu Ontario tiiere eau be rio "legal adopti
in distinct and proper use- of the, words, as there eau be lir
of the, States of the, Union: 1 Oye. 918. The, Royal Arcanu
an organisation whieh covers iuany of the United States, as
as Canada, snd its ruies are made of general application.

No doubt, it was in view of the, difficulty in framing
general rule as to "legal adoption," that the. determinatic
the faet of -legal adoption" was left to the Supreme SeerE
(sec. 324)>; and the. provision was madle that the, proof of
adoption was to b. satisfactory to the Supreme Seeretary.
my view, the. Suprein, Seeretsry was macle the. judg. E
"legal adoption"-aud partieularly in a country wiiere
adoption" lias ne meaning, lu the, prb>per use of the. word
think his decisionis fina. Inur Provine,,Itiiink thât'
the. Supremne Secretary decides to b, "legal adoption," i. "
adoption" for thie purpose of the. inmursuce, no statut. or
lsw of tiie Province being violated.

As the, beneut certificat, cainnot b. issued until the. Sup
Secretary i. satisfl.d, it must b. talien tiiat lie has eie
Lucy Hl.ndersiiot was the. adopted daughter, or, te use
words of the. mule, "thie ciiild by legal adoption" of the. men
Ancent Order of United Workmen of Quebee v. Turnet
8.C.R. 145,

(b) 1 thinli it equaIlly elear that Riioder made "no othi
furtiier disposition thereof as provided lu the. lawrs of
Order;" se. 327 mûkiug au ausigninent void; and sec. 32(
claring hat a etcte, nt to be hld or aindto su
or psy any debt; aud the. provisions of sec. 333, emit
change of!eeiir to be effet.d by surrender o! certil
sud paynient o! a small lÉ., not iiavlug been takuu advant»g

(c) The defendaut appeals to the Act of 1904, 4 Edw.
cii. U5, sec. 7: but that lias no application. It Applies en]
thie case o! preferred bnfcriiusbaud, wi!,, eil1
grandehidrein, or uiotii.r: R.S.O. 1897 eh. 203. sec. 159.
adopted childreu are no more "children" than aregI-hl
or tiian the, "wife" in Crosby v. Ball, 4 O.LÀ.R. 496, or 1:
v. Beauvais, 7 Q.P.R. 48, was a mwl!c.

Tii. atatuto t., aPPIY is R-S-O 1897 eh. 203, sec. 151(3).
This is applicable te tiie Royal Âreanum: sec. 147.
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