
SUMMARY
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l^J^\^r ^""^'i
^°"^^"' "P^**^'"« »P°" the proposal hr anImpenalCourtof Appeal, said:

(7) Mr. Rowellsaid:

that o. own CO.. sHou.d be the fi„a, i^Z^' r^l^rl1X^0X7"
*u-

"^'" ?."^.'"^ ^''^ ^'''^'" ^**8^« °f Canada's colonialism some-

position of a body which was less a court of justice than a oolitir;,!contrivance for the exercise of
'^ ""*'

"the authority of the Crown over its possessions abroad;"

and for the com'^ort of

Surely the day has come when Canadians will no longer toleratethe existence of an institution which has for its object(l) Bridshcontrol of Canadian affairs, and (2) British amendmen . "fromthe point of view" of British investors, of the decisions of c;nadTan

r would not have it thought that the material for the presentpaper has been collected with difficulty and labor. On the^ntrrv
1^ cases dealt with are. without exception, those in wh^c^I have

h^ve Crh ''

T"'"^'
"' "''^'' °" ^^^°""* -' *heir notoriety!have been brought to my attention. .Any Privy Council practltioner can easily supply other instances of similar indefensSy

Ottawa, April. 1919.
John S. Ewart.


