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flot within the exclusive power of the Provincial Legta
tures, but rather whether the Act so requiring a license doeS
or does not corne within one of the classes of subjcts e l'
merated in section 92. "Constitutional limitations," says
Pairner, J., iu Ex Parle Danaizer, ,look only to resuits and
not to the means by whic- resuits are reached."'

And now as to the power to tax the liquor trade, the sonle
what disputed point of whether Severn v. Tit Quciý,u in spit
of the various aspects in which it has been assailed, tl
remains a binding decision4 as to the main point passed'1
upon by the Judges, namely, that the rule of qjusdem, gefleris
applies to No. 9 Of sec. 92 of the British North Amierica
Act, whereby Provincial Legisiatures have power to n e
laws in relation to "lshop, saloon, tavern, auctioneer and otiier
licenses,"e and that a license fee imposed upon a persofi c,11ry'
ing on the trade of a brewer does not corne within that c1ass'
is now matter of indifference to persons concerned in the
liquor business, inasmuch as although all the Judges in1
Severn v. The Queen agreed that such a license fee was indirect
taxation, it has now been clearly decided that a tax uIpof e
trade or business, whether irnposed by license or not, is direct
taxation. The holding that it was indirect taxation waS 'o
necessary to the decision of Severn v. Thit' Quccn in the VieWr
that the Judges took in that case, inasmuch as they a il agreed
that such a tax as was there in question fell withifl what i
meant by "lthe regulation of trade and commerce," infl o
Of sec. 91. If this was the case, in accordance with the prirt-
ciple which, as we have already mentioned, iS50c-MîYe
pressed by the Privy Council in their recelit ju.dgitle 'e'.
matter would be exclusively for the Dominion Parlianin
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