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in the power of diaallowance that pr~otection which the makers
of our constitution thought they had provided, and accept the
ruling of the Minister of Justice, and the dictum of Mr. Justice
RiddeU.

It does flot follow, however, that we muet remain content
with the lrnowledge that the rights of property may be set aide,
the stability of contracta interfered with, and the security of
commercial enterprisea attacked, without compensation being
awarded, by a body which it isealleged has shewn so littie regard
for such obligations, and is so ill-qualifled to deal with theni as

* our Provincial asscmbly. If the power of disallowane ie in such
cases no longer to, be excrciscd, why should not the party whose
rights are in any way intcrfcred with have an appeal to, say, the
Supreme Court 7 Why should not questions of civil rights.

* wherc private interests are concerncd, be dealt with precisely in
the same way that constitutional questions are deait with-and as
they are deait with in the United States?

There are undoubtedly many cases when it becomes neccssary,
in the public intercet, that private rights should, for the specifle,

-A objeet in view, be set aside, but in ail such cases that object should
ha clearly stated, and such compensation as equity rcquires
should be awardcd. In the public interest it xnay be necessary
that a railway should pass through. my property, -and to that
public interest my right of private property must yield. but the
neccssity for doing so must b,3 apparent, and the compensation
given must be adequate. to the injury suffered. The same rule
should apply te ail cases in which private rights are affected,
and if it if, fot observed there should be some means of compeil-
ing its observance.

The procedure would bc very simple. The party aggrieved
could lay his com»flaint before the Minister of Justice, and if
thc ininister felt, as Mr. Aylesworth feit in the Cobalt case, that
injustice was being donc, instcad of rccommending that the Act
be disallowed he would advise tlic Governor in Council'that the
question at issue should ho refcrred to the Supreme Court for
ounsideration and adjustment, the operation of the Act being,


