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I.Nthe Legisiature and of the Lieu tenant-Governor of thrz Province, as to the
validity and the effect of certain. Provincial legislation and ce.itair Provincial

fol.: e.xecutive action thereunder, and as to the status and precedence iii the Provin-
cial courts of rnembers of the Provincial Bar; that unsuccessful efforts have

th been intade ta arrange with the Governiient of Canada or otherwise for the
the- qubinisif ta a judiciJi tribunal of the im~portant questions s( raised; that

%vas in the, ordinary course of the courts there reerns no adequate means for procur-
Sir ing an authoritative and conclusive decision on these questions; that confusion,

bias uncertantty and inconvenience hias been produced by the existing state of mat-
'fo0r. ters, and it is in the public inte.re3t that the questions involved sholnld be settled

by jUdicial decision."p
and T lie case signed ly the Attorney-General and referred to in the Order in
the Cotincil contains the correspoudence which hias taken place between the Dorniin-
the ion and Ontario (iovernments and the Home authorities on the subject. This

%vith corruspondence conmenced inl 1872 by a report made by the Miî'nister of justice
of Caýnada ta the Governor-General, giving his views on the matter and asking

~, ni.the opinion of the law officers of the Crowni on the questions subrnitted.
uer, These questions were as folw:(i) Has the Governor.General (silice ist of

Sion Ju i S67, when the union carne into effeet) power as Her Majesty's represen.
nely tativu, ta appoint (.nteen's Couinsel?> (2) Mas the Lieutenant-Governior, appoint-
nsel ed siîîce that date, the power of appointrnent? (3) Can the Logisiature of
malv Province confer by statute upon its Lieutenant-Governor the power of appoint-
rt is ing ý)teîî's Counsel? (4) If these questions are answered ini the affirmative,
telli. , how is the qluestion of precedence or pre-audience ta be setfled?
iliar Thle answer -,as given by the Colonial Secretary as follows:

'I arn advised that the Governor-General lias nowv power, as Mer Majesty's
~ing representative, ta appoint Queen's Counsel; but that a Lieutenant-Governor, ap-

pointed since the union caine into effect, hias no such power of appointment. 1
hie arn forther advised that the Legisiature of a Province cai confer by statute on

imits i ilutenant -Goverrnor the po-twcr of appointing Queen's Counsel; and, with
respect ta precedence or pre-audience in the courts of the Province, the Legis-
lature of the Province lias power ta decide as between Queen's Counisel appoint.
ed bv flhe Governor-Generai and the Lieu tenant-G overnor, as above explained."

Suibsequently, the Legislature of Ontario passed an Act respecting the ap-
e at poiintient of Queen's Counsel and an Act ta regulate the precedence at the
ývis- Bar. These enactments are now consolidatcd in the Revised Statuites as c. 139.
that A despatch from the Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario ta the Secretary of State

in january, 1886, gives in fuil and at great iength the viewvs of the Ontario Gov-
ýral, erniiient on this much-vexed question, referring therein ta the case of Lenoir
era- v. l'htehie in 3 S.C.R. 575. A short reply from the Secretary of State theni fol-

131 lows, wvherein the Dominion Govertiment advises Mis Excellency the Governor-
usetGeieral that 1' so long as the judg ment in Lenoir v. Ritci is not reversed, it is

the duty of Governments and individ nais in Canada ta respezt and conform
tru ýe- to that judgment. No inconvenience lias been occasioned by the judgment, nor

has anything occuvred since it was rendered, so far as H-is Excellency's advisers


