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water of the. river, whereupon the. Court of Appeal acoepted
th. undertaking of thé defendants to use their best endeavours
to prevent sny breach of the statutory provisions, the injune-
tion was discharged ý(1910) 1 Ch. 48 (noted ante vol. 46, p. 93.)
From this order the prosmnt appeal wua brought; and the liouse
of Lords. (Lords Loreburn, Atkinson, Oa.rrell and Robson),
while holding that the Court had juriadiction to, reecind the
injunetion, yet thought it ought flot to have don. ý;o on the
limited undertaking given, for whieh the House directed the
defendîn-ta.to substitut. an undertaking that the existing remuits
as described in the report of the expert should in future h.
mïaintained by theux; and the defendants were condexnned in
t'hree-fourths of the coas of the appeal.

TELBGRa&Pn CABLxS-TAXÂ'TION OF TELEGRAPH COMPAN'LE.-COM-
PANY OWNING CABLIiS BUT NOT CARRYING ON BUSINUS.

Commerctal Cable Go. v. Attornoy-General of NewfounadUînd
(1912) A.O. 820. The Comnorcial Cable Co. has telegraph
cables landed on the island of Newfoundland, but by contrgttp
with the U.overnment conflrmed by provincial statute it in pro-
hibited froin eonpeting with the Government and from receiv-
ing and transmitting business in Newfoundland, a prohibition
whieh it has not tranagressed. A provincial Act imposes taxaý
tion on all telegraph coinpanies carrying on business in or from
the island in respect of every cable (flot exceeding five) landed
thereon. The Goverument claimed to tax the plaintifsé' eables,
which dlaim; was allowed by the Colonial Supreme Court, but
the Judiciat Conimitte.e of the Privy Couneil (Lords Muenagh-
ten, Atkinson and Shaw) held that the Act only applied to the
cables of eompanies doing business, and that the plaintiffs were
not doing. busainess, and their cables were therefore exempt from
taxation.

DOMINION LANDs ACT (R.S.C. 1886,' c. 54)-Ro&n ÀLLOWANGES
*-NORTH-WEST IRRIGATION ACT, l898-INTERsEToN 0F
ROAD ALLOWANCES DY IRRIGATION CANAL$-BRIDGINOG POINTS
0F INTEMSCTION.

The King v. VieA. lberta Ry. Co. (1912) A.C. 827. In this
,jase the Judicial Cominittee of the Privy Couneil (Lord Hal-
clane, L.C., and Lords Maenaghten, Dunedin and Atkinsozi)
have reverxed a judgxnent of the Supreme Court cf Canada.
The short point being this. The Alberta Railway Co. having
Power ta construct irrigation works, under the North-west Irri-
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