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assignees of insurance policies having the right cither at law or in
equity to receive and to give an effectuai discharge te the insurer,
to sue for money payable thereunder in their own naines.

Chap. 18, which extends over 38 p.ages makes divers' amend-
ments to the Municipal Act, ail of which amendiments are,
however, embodied in the following chap. 19, being the Consolidated
Municipal Act which comprises 394 pages of the volume and upon
wvhicb it is needless to dwell.

We believe we have now touched upon most of the provisions
of general interest te the professýion. W'e are glad to observe that
ini the arrangement of the Statute Law Amnendinent Act care has
been taken to arrange the v'arious sections accord ing ta the
chro.nological order of the chapters and sections of the various
statutes amended. This arrangment is departedi from in one
particular in the amendiment of the judicature Act wherc \wc find
the amendiment to s. 183 is followed by an amendiment to three
prior sections.

G. S. 1101.71ELUED

S UN A 17 OBSERVAArPCE.

TheLerd'sDay Alliance hav-,,tojudge frein the utteranr.esof their
meving spirits, formed the conclusion that nu serlous handicapping
of the Secicty's endeavours to enforce Sunday legisiation wvill result
from the Privy Council's judgment in Attorney-Geneya"' of- Onlario
vs. 1-amihoff SIeet Railway Gam.pany, delivered last j u!v.

The writer ventures the belief that the ground of their, con-
fidience wiIl be found illusory. Thcy lean for support upun two
things, (t) a declaration b>' Chief justice Armouur, containcd in
his reply to the several questions referred by the Liecutenant-
Governor-in-Couticil te the Court of Appeal for dicterniination,
and (2) a sentence occurring iii the judgnient of the Lord Chan-
cellor, sustaining the Chief Justice's dissenting opinion, through
which agreement with that declaration is by upholders (if the
legislAtion deduced.

Chief justice Armour's expression, however, being wholly
unnecessary to the decision-(the point he assumes to determine
was not even argued before the court) was the purest obiter dictum,

I-is answer to the question is, 'IThe profanation of the L.ord's
Day is an offence against religion, and offences against religion


