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provision which, either expressly or by weessary implication,
operates restrletlvely in that regard. It ie certain that the 1ct
Vortitsfl no provision whieh expressly circuxmcribes the scope of
the power. la there any other provision whieh, upon à eason-

able eonstrnction, ean be said to produce that resuit by implica-
tion 1 Apparently the only possible ground upon which to
hase an argument in favour of an affirmative auswer te, this
question in the ciroumatance that the power of the Provincial
Legisiatures to, znake laws in relation toi property and civil
rights is declared te, be exclusive. Presumably it is upon this
,ircumnstance that Mr. Aylesworth and tLose Nvho agree with
him would jelace their reliance, if required te reconcile their
doctrine with the unqualified language of the provision regard-
ing disallowance. It is apprehended, however, that no weight
xvili be attributed to âutýF an arrument by anyone who adverts
to these facta :-that, in the British North America Act, we are

dealing with an organie law whieh delines the powers and Lune.
tions of the executive as well as of the legisiative departrnents
of the State; that the exclusive quality of the varions legwsative
powers conferred by the section of which the provision with
whieh this article is coneerned forma a part is predicated merely
with reference to the Dominion Legigiature; and that the scope of î
thc powers of the executive oflecers of the Dominion is defined ini
a distinct part of the Act. The writer is not aware of ûny prineiple
of statntory construction which can be adduced au a biasis for the
contention that a restriction of an exeeutive power conferred in
gencral terme by onie provision of such a statute may be deduced

by implication from another provision which la eoncerned merely
with the apportionnient of the legielative powers between the
Parianents croated by the sme statute.

(b) The àreiond point te be noted la, that the effeet of Mr.
Aylesworth 's view is te, confine the scope of the power of dis-
allowancé to a clams of cases with which the courla are competent
te deal and to remove frein its scope a clia of cases in which
the exorcise of the power ii the only available remedy. A con-
struction whieh involves thir, resuit can scarcely b. deemed


