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connection with any of the niatters sPecifioally referred to Par-
liament, sucli as navigation and shipping.12

From the above, therefore, it niay be contendedj that the Par.
liament of Canada has jurisdiction in respect to a contract for
the carrnage of goods by sea, frorn a Canadiari port to a port with-
out Canada, in so far as (respecting Brnitish ships) its enaet-
ments are flot repugnant to the provisions of The Merchants
Shipping Act, or any other Act of the Iniper i Parliament.

Froin careful reading of sections 502 to 509 inclusive of The
Merehants Shipping Act, it will flot appear that there is auiy-
thing in the new Act repugnant to these sections. The eifeet
of section 502 will have further consideration in conjunction
with section 7 of the new Act.

5, Recognition o/f the Act by courts iihout Ca)iada.-Upoin
the principie that a contract is goverrned Iby the law of the
place wheie it is mnade, provided the intention of the parties
thereto to the contrary does not appear, and partieularly if the
provisions of suelh laiv are incorporated iii the contract, the
Englishi courts wouid, in suits taken in England, apply the pro-
visions of the Act to bis of lading issued under the Act.',

Upon these pninciples the exceptions and limitations of the
Harter Act have been applied b3' the IEngIish courts."4 There
is rio reason to doubt that this jurisprudence woulld he followed
in respect to the Canadian Act.

Section 4 wvill be considered with sections 6 and 7.

6. Sectio? 5 comqidered.-This section enaets fliat:
5. Every bill of lading, or sinîilar document of title to

goods, relating to the carrnage of goods fromî; any place iii Can-
ada to any place outaide of Canada shall eontaiî; a clanse to
the effeet that the shipment im subject to, ail thov terras and
provisions of, and ail the exemptions fron;i liahility contained

12. Parson'8 clae (1881) 7 App. Cas. 71)6, 51 L...il, Tennnt v.
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13. Carver, Carrnage by Seo, %. 201 et seq.
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