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This ýwonld seem te have been what the Legidature wua trying
to aeompfish, but like nome other h4gislative experiments, it
seems to have been a failure.

The article which began our number for September was writ-
ten foi, the purpose of drâwing attention to what the writer con-
sidered a weak spot in our constitution, and which, it was
thought, might be amended. Whether such a change as there
suggested would be beneficial is a matter of opinion; but, as to
the law as laid down by the Privy Couneil as well as ini this
country and emphasized in the judgment spoken of, there is no
question. The learned judge whose language we quoted simply
expresaed in his own terse way how that law stands (see ante
pp. 499, 553). The remarks of the writer of the article do not
question the accuracy of bis judgrnent, which is constitutionally
correct, but draw attention to the position thus grapbically poV-
tre., 2d, and enlarge upon the difflculty of the situation, and sug-
gest a possible remedy; a remcdy, which, by the way, could only
be had by legisiation. and that of a character necessarily very dif-
ficuit to obtain, as it would involve an amendment of the B.N.A.
Act. It may be that the rernark of the learned judge which ham
eaused this discussion mnight, by its very terseness, and takeiï. by
itzeif, lead to an inference which the context shews is not war-
ranted. It may also be noticed that he guarrds hirnself from any
inference that in this particular case the legisiature lied violated
the moral law.

A paragraph recently appeared in thc daiiy) paperg to the
effeet thât the driver of an automobile had only a second to
choose between killing a yoîung girl and a street labourer, and
that he chose to kili the man, The thought in the raid of the
writer of the paragraph seemed to be that much credit was due
to the driver in the choice o? the person whom, he should murder.
Ile had n(, comment whatever on bis statement that the chauffeur
was driving a wealthy New Yorker through the centre o? the


