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presentiy, seerns to ignore the application of the principie o' aur

ieading propoàition ta the legisiative powers comprised in No. 14t
of S. 92 of the British North America Act, respecting the admin-
istration of justice in the Province.

To return to the case of Regi-ia v. Horizer,* above referred to,
the question beforp. the Quebec CG'urt of Queen's Bench there
w~as mhether provincial executives had the right to appoint dis.
tric-t xnagistrates under the provisions of the then existing Acts
of the legisiature of Quebec respecting district mnagistrates and
ma.gistrates' courts irn that Province. It was contended that the
Quebec legisiature had no authority ta legisiate on these mat-
ters, and that, even if it hiad, t.he Lieutenant -Governor had no
right ta appoint a district magistrate, for he is a district judge,
and that, under thc British North America Act, s. 96, the
Governor-Generai has alone the power to appoint such officers.
Ramsay, J., however, heid that the district magistrate wvas not a
district judge under that section, and that, on the authoritv af
Reginia v. Coote, above cited, and in accord .nce with the general
principie af our leading proposition, the provincial executive has
power ta appoint the district magistrates in question.

In Hodge v. The Queen,t again, the Privy Council held that,
within the limits af s. 92, local legislatures are supreme, and can '
confide to a municipal institution or body ofifI owý%n creation
authority to make by-laws or i'esoiutions as ta subjects specified
in the enactuient, and with the abject af carrying the enactrnent
into operation and effect, saying ." It is obviaus that such an
abject is anciliary ta legislation, and without àt an atterrpt ta
provide for varying details and mnachinery ta carry themn out
might becomne oppressive, or absolutely fail." And, in the Court
of Appeai af Ontario, in that case,t Strang. J., observes: "The Î
British North Amnerica Act confers a constitution distributiveiy
as to powers af legisiation, and, with those pawers, necessarily
ail that %vas needfui ta make those powers effectuai "; and
Burton, J.A., speaks mucli to the same effect, Paterson and
Morrison, JJ.A., concurring.

And that the executive power is ca-extensive Nvith the legisla-
tive has been very cieariy affirmed in the recent decision af
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