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FEDERAL AND LOCAL JURISDICTION.
Two cases are noted in the present issue,
l’eaﬁng upon the respective powers of the
Provinces and the Parliament of Canada. In
the casc of Loulin & Corporation of Quebec, the
Court of Queen’s Bench of the Province of
Quebee affirmed a decision of Chief Justice
hlel‘cdith, holding that a local Act, regulating
the times at which saloons and taverns should
Pe open for the sale of intoxicating liquors,
s within the powers of a local legislature,
ling a mere matter of muunicipal police regu-
la'tion, and that such legislation is not an in-
terfereuce with the Dominion power to regulate
trade and commerce. The appeal taken from
t'h*ltjudg,lncut has now been dismissed by the
Supreme Court. There can be little difti-
Culty as to the soundness of this decision, and
€Ven those who have advocsted the coutrary
Opivion must, we think, be convinced by the
Teasons which have been given for refusing
Coucurrence with their views. In the same
.8enge is the decision given by Mr. Justice
Sotrance in Pullow § City of Montreal, also noted
0 our present issue. It was said that the local
leg’islature, in authorizing the passing of a by-
!aw against cbimncys casting forth their smoke
10to the common air, had dealt with nuisance
% matter of criminal law—and, therefore, had
®Xceeded its powers. The learned Judge before
Whom th point came in the Superior Court
OVerruled this pretension. The decision seems
t“° be fully justified by the judgment of the
Upreme Court in Poulin § Corporation of
Q"ebEC, and it conforms to the principles which

4ve governed several decisions of the same
clagy
s,

THE STAMP QUESTION.
IP Coughlin v. Clark, noticed on page 169, in
;'fh";l_l an appeal was taken from the judgment
ilson, C.J., on the ground that the promis-
S0ty note gued on was not properly stamped
doffl:e the repeal of the Stamp Act, and that
the le stamping after the repeal did not cure
defect, judgment was rendered by the
Q.“een’s Bench Division, at Toronto, June 30,
I8missing the appeal.

THE MARRIAGE BILL.

The cry of clerical influence, with which we
have become so familiar in this Province,
reaches us in a new form from KEngland, in
connection withh the bill legalizing marriage
with & deceased wife's sister. The second
reading was carried this year in the Lords,
after a struggle of many years, by a vote of 165
for and 158 contra. It was remarked that
twenty bishops voted against the bill, and not
one for it. But, at a later stage, the bill was
defeated, and now it is said that the bishops
not ouly recorded their own votes against the
measure, but used private influence with lay
peers who favoured the bill, to induce them to
abstain from voting. So the cry is raised, turn
the bishops out of the House of Lords. We
imagine that if the bishops have sufficient
“private influence” to defeat the bill, they
were perfectly justified in using it. Their in-
fluence is the influence of men of culture and
intelligence, and the Upper House would de-
cidedly be the loser by their expulsion. A
measure which they agree to oppose can afford
to stand over, and so the Marriage Bill can well
afford to await the event of another session or
two.

SUPPREME COURT DECISIONS.

The judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench,
Montreal, has been reversed by the Supreme
Court in the following cases:—Loranger &
Reed, 5 L. N. 363; Lionais § La Bangue
Molson, 5 L. N. 364. The judgment in Grange
& McLellan, 6 L. -N. 138, has also been reversed.
In the case of Lorunger & Reed, in which the
question is as to the constitutionality of the
Provincial Act imposing a stamp duty of ten
cents on exhibits, Justices Taschereau and
Strong dissented.

NOTES OF CASES.

SUPERIOR COURT.
MoNTREAL, July 5, 1883.
Before "TORRANCE, J.

Ex parte PiLow et al, Petitioners for Writ
of Certiorari, and THE CITY or MONTREAL,
Respondent.

Local and federal jurisdiction — Municipal in-
stitutions— Nuisance.



