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there in nothing in the Trade Union Acts te indicate that par-
liament intended to confer power on much associations te colleot
and administer funds for politicai purpoaes, (2) because a rule
of any such association purporting to give it power to rase
money for the purpose of securing parliatnientary representa-
tien is ultra vires. Lord James was of thEr opinion that a mile
compeIiing the member of parliament to answer the whip of
the leboiir party was ultra vires, as nlot being within the powers
of a trade union. Lord Shaw conaiders it flot only te be ultra
vires, but aise umeonstitutional as interfering, or endeavouring
te interfere, with the freedom of judgment ef a member ef
parliament. As bis Lordship pute it, although such a bargain
would be vnid at iaw, and the member entering inte it weulc'
be free te act as lie saw fit, yet where a cc.irt ef law is appeaied à
te, te lend its authority te the recognition and enforcement of
a bargain of that kind, it weïzld be contrary te sound publie
policy so te do. The rest et their Lordships, however, refrain
frorn diseussing the constitutional aspect of the case.

RAILWAY-EiX.ROPRL,%TION-EXCEPT!0N 0F MINES OP COAL, IRON-
STONE, MLATE OR OTHER 31INERALS.

North Britisli Railway Co. v. Biidhill Coal cf- S. Co. (1910)
A.C. 116. The question discussed in this case is very similar
te that in Great Westeen' Rwiivay Co. v. Carpall C.C. Co., supra.
In this case the question arises on the Scotch Railway Act
which excepts. froin land whichi cen bce xpropriated, '«mines ef
coal, ironstone, siate or other minerais"' inless the iamne be spe-
cially paid for, here the particular substance claimed te be cx-
cepted as a " minerai " was a bed of sandstone of a peculiar com-
mnercial value. It appeared that this formnation wam the ordinary
rock et the district, a.nd the leuse of Lords (Lord Loreburn.
L.C., and Lords Atkinson, Gorrell and Shaw), on appeal froni a
Scotch Court, held, reversing the court below, that. the narJdstojnt
wu flot a "minerai" and, therefore, not excepted. The variu s
confiicting decisionsi ef the courts on the question what suh-
stances are and what are nlot included in the terni "miinerai, " re-
terred te in the judgînent ef Lord Lorebuu-i, L.C., seern te shew
that the courts h1ave heen unable te arrivc at any satisfactor,-
decision as te, what does constitute a "xmineral," and their
Lordahpa by the two dècisions above refcrred te, seemn te have
eontributed te mnake the cexifusion a littie worse con founded.
If they mean te lay down the mule that wvhere a substance is part
of the ordiniry soei cf a district it in net a 'minerai," but ivhere
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