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alerne be dealt with by the Dominion Parliament and that the original Act
could not now, andi the amendmnents as well could viot be passed bv the lPro.
vincial Legislature. Hence that the amendments under which the information
s laid are ultra vires.

Statutes of this character are cominon ins the United States, and they are
held t0 deal with Sunday as a civil iricîitution, and ta be a proper eiercise of
the police power of the State t0 promcite the mental, moral, and physical weIl-
bcing of the people by providing that they shail resr a ;eventh part of their
lime from, labour, and at regular intervals. 1 only refer to theïe lava to ascer-
tain, if possible, %wbat is thîe proper head ta put sucb stalutes under in this
country.

Blacl<stone, vol. 4, P. 63, nlol 011Yteats Of Stindny as a civil institution,
but, as wvould be expected, in England, also front the standpoint of religion or
iraIs. He bas a chapter Il0F Offences against (;od and Rýeligikui," and,

utîder it, a head, IlProfanation of the Lord's, Day, x'ulgarly but iniproperly
called S.abbatlî-lreakiiug." There lie refers t<> carly 1 Lîglish1 statutes, thie
parent of some of the Amierican statutes as well as our own.

Maîî y text %writers follow this classification. I n llislop oi Crimiinal Law,
vol. 2, sec. 95 1, il îs eveî, suggested tlîat the violation of tîlie Lord's l)ayv as
indictable at cominion law. Inb Chit. Crim. Lawv 2o, there is a forai of indict-
Ment at comninon la'v against a Sabbatlî breaker and profainer of the Lord's
lXiv ini keeping open shop. But it proceeds on thie ground of nuisance, andi wuuld net cover thie nifences iientionerl in this Act. Iu the Criminal Code of
Canada tîterc is a title, IIOffences against religion, morals, and public con-i enenc.'Of course il is diflicult ta dra, lthe line in respect ta legýislation

-elating~ te civil rigbits and rclating to public wvrongs IBut if it can bc sîtonn
to be dealing wvith public %vrongs, then it is remioved front the liead of civil
Fig lit s.

It ;eenis to mic tîlat tîtere is autbority un thte point-a dictuos in kueli/ v.
'/'I ?c, - App. Cas. 82o. I venture ta refer tu it. alîthotgl it appears that
courts of lirst instance have gcnerally had the miisfortune to miisundcrsîand
;iiv citations that they have ever mnale frori that case. IlNexî, tîteir Lordships
caltna tliink tît the Tcu'perance Act in question properly belong's ta the
class of stilbject-s ' l>roperty and Civil Riglits,' \Vbat Parliamiient is dealing
witb in leg islation of tItis kind is îlot a tuatter in relation to property andi its
righits, but relating ta public order andi sarety. Upon thte sanie conèsderations
the Act in question canant lie regarded as legislation in relation te civil riglits.
lii however large a sense these words aire used, it couldl net have been intended
t0 prevent the lParliatnent of Canada froni declaring and cnacting certain
uises of properîy, and certain arts in relation to properly to be critîinal and
wriolngful." This is the dict-ini . IlLavs which niake it a criminal offence for a
mian wilfttlly la set fire ta bis owvn boeuse on thte ground that sncb an act
cndangcrs the putblic saty, 0F- t0 overvPork bis hot-se on the ground of cruelty
t0 animails thougli affecting in somne sense property and the riglit of a mîan t0
do as lie pleases with his own, cannot properly be regarded as legislation ini
relation ta prnperty or ta civil righîts. Nor could a law %vhich probibited or
restricted the sale or exposure of cattle having a contagious disease be se
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