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PUJBLICA1f~-OD1 IN CO¶OLONTUTO-RNSOP
LAND~ A4 titlbgtD-BXTON OP Xn<aaÂLs-50 VICT. c,. 4

(.1.gury u& gido* mtûo» Ryj. v. The Kýisg (1904) A.C. 765 wati
an appeai frein the Suprerne Court of Canada, that Court having
heen equally divided, The. tppeUlant raffway company wa# en.
titled to, a grant of publie lande, under 58 Vict. o. 4 (D1.), and an
Order in Conneil paseed in pursuance thereof, in aid of the non.
struetion of thuir railway. The Dominion Lands Act, 1886, andi
the regulatiorm made thereunder, provide that in grants made
thoreunder all maines and minerals are to, lm reserved: and the
question wàia whether this provision of the Lands Act and the
regulations maôe thereunder applied te grant. ini aid of the ap.
pellant railway. The Judicl Comtnittee of the Privy Couneil
(Lords Maenaghten, Davey, Robertson and Lindley and Sir
Arthur WVilson) hold that it does flot, but only to lande sold or
granted for the purpose of s.ettiement, and thât the appellent.%
were entitled te their grants free from any reservation of mines
and minerais, exeept gold and silver, as to which no question wis
raised.

ST,%TuTu--ONSTRUMrON--" ADJAÀCENT.

WcUingten v. Loiver Hitit (1904) A.C. 773 was an appeal
f rom the Court cf Appeal of New Zeeland, and turned upon the
meaning of the tvord' 'adjacent" in a colonial statute. This Act
empewered the construction cf bridges by municipal counei Is,
and provided, that iu certain cireumstances the local authority of
an &iadjacent" district should coutribute. The Court appealed
from had deterinined that the appellant city was adjacent te the
respondent borough for the purposes of the Act in question, al-
though there was a distance of six miles between their respective
boundaries and three other municipal ffivisions intervened. The
Jiilicial Cemmittee (Lords Davey anrd Robertson and Sir
Arthur Wilson and Sir Henri Taschereau) refused te inter-
tare wîth this decision, being of opinion that the word ' adja-
cent" is net a word of precise and uniforin meaning, and the t1p-
gree of proximity intended hy it muet depend on the cireiiii-
stances cf the case.

SPECIAL LEANS "O APPEAL TO MING 1Ks CIOUNOIL.

Dailjj Tet#grapk v. VeLatighiii (1904) A.C. 776 wvag au ap-
plication for !eave to appeal from the High Court of Atistralia
te Ris Majesty in Couneil. 13y the Atuuralia Commonwealth Ae.t
ne appeal Iay except by leave, and the Judiolal Comniittee de-
terniined that the sme mile Nvili be followed in sueh cases as in


