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ateverdeemed necessary to send even such questions as these to England
rts re. for final determination.
gMent 'With great subniission the writer maintains that the Judicial
aiaxy Committee of the Privy Ceuncil ought flot to interfere with
inlay. the deeision of the courts of any part of the Empire ini cases of

inlay any other description than those above mentioned, that when it
and, interferes with judgxnents of courts of lasi. resort in the colonies

11012.in cases of tuinor importance such as Gordon v. Horne, if it does
htent flot inferentially belittlc such courts in the estimation of the

I2peal public it at aIl events puts litigants to a burdensome and grievous
Party expense, and that it xniseonceived its functions in granting leave

,223, te appeal in Gordon v, Ilorne and in reversing the judgment of
The thxe trial judge and of the Suprenie Court of Canada in that

Ma case.
who 1 have written this letter Nvith a view~ te suggesting the desir-

Idges ability f rom a Canadian point of view of some understanding
elema being corne te if practicable as te how far the '<grace'' of the

cernSovereign ouglit te be extended in the matter of reviewing deci-
hhn siens of the Suprerne Court of Canada and af pointiug eut the

difficulties the Canadien litigant labours under if the decisien
îity of two concurrent courts in bis favaur tpna pure question of

ýiVICocil andi t as re peed un tliti Juiisal nce, rceo.f the Privy

the lEight th'oustnnd miles is a long distance for a Party te travel
10for the purpose of endeavourirg ta demanstrate that the jidges

Van in his ewn country correctly es4tiniated his eredibility.
kles, *Yours truly,
thé x.S. Dt,ýcoN.
nt, Vancouver.
ive

[We refer to this in our editorial colUIIUS,-Ee. C.L.J.J
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