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nrevocably to meeting the cost of the policy they ««

theL. . ^r'"* '• ''^*^^' *^« «n«» efficacy ofthe vote consists ,n its efficacy in binding the con-sfatuencies. on whose behalf the votes are c^t to

Tthtv^t^'f
''°"* "^"^^^ ^^^^* cannot C^Unto tte vote^ Representation cannot exist w outa power of taxation by the body i„ whi^h X

representative sits. The neonle nhhl t^ • •

We such b«Hes in thei^X^.^t^'^^l

StllsBritlf V ''"""°'"'"'*''' ^'^y^ theirStatus as Bnbsh c.t.«ns, «,d estebUshes inevocably

to Dl2 T"*";"^. ^^ '"^y o^er dternative i^to ptace their foreign affiura in the chanje of aP^tajient responsible to the CommonwSth .^

TOtSt th. •"? *" '""' '* ""t" as weU as thosevoted by the parliament of theu- own Dominion

tte Donumons ahke cMmot be estabhshed at SuntU that IS done, and it passes the wit of mu, toc^ceive how it eould be eifected byany3„d
^«>^ of powth without a schemeL LdSS
LJ^ *"* ^"^ P"''"" op™"" "ay grow andindeed, miu* do so. It eamiot he chaniSZZ;pr^ other th«. growth. But whefchS
rt c»„ot pionounce itself until the draft ofTh

In theoqr the thing is obvious, and in practice it


