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Noiv, howeirer, the Attorney-General in the new I-rovùiMý,a
Govemment cf Ont;- o hins fathered a bill, thic substance of whichl
will be foulnd below, and his Position gives undue importance te the
attempt thus ma-.de to change the existing order of things, and to
sever perhaps the rnoçt irmportant, and at ail events the niost
notable and outstunding link whichi binds the great Dominion to
the British Empire. M'e dIo not just now proposé further te
discuss the singularly phrased provisions of the bill as we under-
stand t! q.t it is net te be pressed, or possibiy iiot introduced at
the present :essien.

Its la.nguage is really that of an Iniperial Act and it is hardly
to L~e supposed that a Provincial Legisiature-large as its îpoNvrs
atre--caii abrogute J-lis Maje4ty's prerogative te hear a. appeal or
the authority of the Judicial Commnittee to grant leavv c petitiosi
te bring it.

The %verding cf the principal enacting clause cf the Bill (the
second section) i; asfcow

"2. Notwithstaiidiiig any Royal prerogative or anything
(-uiitaiiledi ixn The Interpretation Act or any other Act, ne appeal
shahl lie frein any judgment, decisien or order of the Supremne
Court of Ontario, or cf aniy other Court, or cf any perron, board,
eommnissioni or body, cxerrising judicial authonity, iii any action or
other proceedig brought, had, or takeîi iii or before any such

coutptisc, o rd' Co -ris ('i~ 1 ;y ta nnY cou -t cf
ppeal or authority by which in the UTnited Kingdom rpeI

or petitiens te Fis Majesty in Counceil inay be hieard, and
the authority cf the Judicial Comrnittee of H-is Majesty's Privy
Council te grant leave te appeai te His Malesty in H!8s Privýy
Comieil frein any such judginent, decision or ordler and the pre-
rogative of His Majesty te, hear such appeals are hereby abrogated."-

This provision of the Bit] secis as unconistitutiona] as it wvould
be abortive, The ancient right of the citizen te lay bis grievance
at the foot of the throne ie as "old as the hilîs," .ad we trust may
alwiys remain as firnily fixed.

It is clear frei the views expressed in the addrems of Mr. Gagnè
(wile p. 89) that the recond largest of the Provinces wvhielh
fornied old (½iada wofflc have nonie. cf sueh changes aîtd wve do
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