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[bookmark: _GoBack]Reference re Board of Commerce Act, 1919 & Combines and Fair Prices Act (1922) JCPC (Oct. 1) (p. 133)
Facts: Post war, federal acts attempting to control unfair monopolies, hoarding, and price fixing. Board of Commerce had set profit margins on clothing leading to complaints by merchants
	SCC split 3-3 on the issue + referred issue to JCPC
Issue: Is this valid federal legislation?
Ratio: POGG  can’t sustain a federal regulation by itself, can only support legislation anchored by another section of s. 91
	s. 91(27), criminal law, has fixed domain + couldn’t mean anything more than the scope of the criminal law did in 1867
Offences is made by this statute, but offences doesn’t mean it’s in criminal law
Feds can’t bootstrap new regulations into criminal law by making offences into the regulations 
Can only make into criminal law “true crimes” within the limits of the 1867 criminal laws 
Analysis: Legislation wasn’t valid
Quotable: SCC
3 (Anglin CJ) to try to preserve some power for federals 
Argued that it would be effective only if in Parliament hands
3 (Duff J) agreed with the JCPC: weak federal, strong provinces 

The King v. Eastern Terminal Elevator Co. (1925) SCC (Oct. 3) (p. 146)
Facts: Canada Grain Act, 1912 was a comprehensive regulation for Canadian grain
Parliament changed rules so that terminal elevators had lower profits (s. 95(7)) + most of the profits went into regulating the regulations
Issue: Is s. 95(7) valid or necessarily incidental to the Canada Grain Act
Ratio: Agreed with Haldane’s definition of POGG can’t stand on its own + requires national emergency
Analysis: Regulation isn’t valid because terminal elevators are a local matter, as such, a provincial matter 
	Dissent (Anglin CJ): Regulation was valid as it falls into the s.91 powers or in the POGG’s national emergency use
Quotable: Majority built their arguments from the details, dissent from the big picture
	Dissent (Anglin CJ): Reluctantly defers to Haldane’s decisions
Limited s. 91 powers
Would prefer to use Watson’s definition of the use of POGG, tries to make it into national emergency to match Haldane’s decision

Toronto Electric Commissioner v. Snider (1925) JCPC (Oct. 1) (p. 142)
Facts: Federal and provincial acts enacted to deal with labour disputes in certain industries.  
		P could regulate when lockouts + strikes in mining (prov), communications undertakings (fed + prov), public service utilities (fed + prov), transportation (fed + prov)
P challenged the validity of the federal statute
Issue: Is the federal legislation valid?
Ratio: s. 92(13) (property + civil rights)  Believed that regulating commerce + business is a civil right, thus, its solely in hands of province, federals can’t touch it 
	Affirmed Reference re Board of Commerce Act, 1919 & Combines and Fair Prices Act’s POGG decision  can’t stand on its own
		POGG  can only be used in cases of “extraordinary peril”
Analysis: Federal legislation isn’t valid

