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a quorum. These Privy Couneillors are olothed as ordinary
English gentlemen without official garb of any kind, although
couneel appearing bcfore them Ynust wear the black gown, silk
or stuil according as ho is or ie flot a Kirqs' counsel, bands of
white lawn and wig of horse hair. ln Ontario we wear al] these
except the wig, but 1 found that one becomes accustonied to the
wig very quickly and very easily. I presume it strikes the Eng-
lishixan with the esme senise of incongruity when hie entera our
courts and sees judges and counsel with gown and white bands
but without wig as it doce an Ontariari wheu he sees certain

Americau judges sitting in court with a gown, but also with a]

lieizig a Coinittce and not a court, the decisioli a report, no
dissent is expressed-oue of the Comrnittee gives the opinion of
the Cominittee and no one knows in any case how the members
of the Cotinmttee wvere dividcd or if they ivere dividcd. 'Whule
the Ilouse of' Lords is bound by its own judgments, such je flot
the case ivitli the Judicial Comiiittee, the Comm-ittee may and
somietinier, does decline to follow the law as laid dowvn in previous
caseIs. Their Lordships consider theinselves at libcrty and, in-
dccd, bound to examine the reasons upon which a previous dcci-
sion wit., arrived at, and if they find theinseives forced to dissent
from those reasonn, to deocile upon their own vicw of the law.
1 do flot know that this lias ever actually been donc in questions
of the law of prop'crty, but it lias iii inatters aftccting the forms
of worshilp, etc., in the (1hurcli of England. For example, in the
%vel]-known case, Read v. Bislwp of Lincoln (1892), A.C. 644, the
previoue dreision in Hlebbert v. Purc1uas, L.R. 3 P.C. 651, 23
yearg beforv, was not followcd. as their Lordships found them-
8t'lvps unahie to co..cur in the reasoning. It lias, howcver, been
sadt---even iz. a case involving property-by the Coxnmittee
(upon a previous case before that Bard bcing cited as an auth-
ority ahsolutely binding upon them) that it would have been
thecir duty hiad the necessity arisen to consider for theruselves
whether the decision w'as one whiehi thcy ought to follnw (1891,,
A.C.. at p. 282).


