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CoRESPONIIENCE.
the sweeping force of section 91, is reserved Again, "Your Reader" insil1uates tba 1 nayexciosivel>, to the authority of the Dominion Par- possihly have received commiunication,
iiam'ent"1 I, fct, the pith of the whole conten- chance at Ottawa, perchance at Victoria, Or
tion is iflvolved ini this enquiry. 

eisewhere, which bias, imay he uniconscioU5l5r9This sureiy is a question upon xvhich a differ- bad an influece in biassing [my] minci." RealY
ence of opinion js allowabîc. If so, I fil to sue this supposition is a poor substitutc for arg'Ufnlhetý
what ohijection cIll be reasonabiy entertaineci to and a Very unxvortb>, xeapon rîf atttack. "i m-ighit
the expression of thje x'ievs vhi'cl' I hold uipon content mnysefwt h srintttiift. Frcc d is n is hepfui to tbe elucidatoîn assunmption is Utterixr untrte. î~tIx i ut her

o trtso long as it is conducted wvith proprict\- and say that in), Ono ns 1e th cy, sound or tn-
and forbearance on hoth sides. This cule 1 I)ave sounci are exclusively mny own, an 1 

ht 'hv
souglit to fol 0 m. Whethcr it bas been equaliy Purposcy~ refrained froin iflviting cliscussiol' with
respected by rMY opponeî)t i leave your readers a1n13 one upon the matter. Il kniow _ othîill"goto , decide.the 

sentiments of any pesol cither i Mtta""a'ibe brvt'of nly reinarks lipon the pioint ;l Victoria or elex.e upon tlw nlerits of theissuie bais been coînpl;îiied of. Bui t ils a Trasher judgment, save onîy Nvhat I have "cC"i
in ansxver to this, Ibat I to îk pains to statu the in print, \vith the soiitary exception of the o)IOlsubstance of rny argument wvith the lîtînost pus- Mils'- voitaiN eprcssed to l'le 1w tîwo leI11ig
sibie c'ofciseness

5  By gencral consent the 'vîo1e law cr-s of 0naro xxj(_t ocrrdnCquestion tomns upon the qtiery1 al)ove stated, and dorsing the position taken in .ny letter of NiaYthis is one of fact as weli as of iaw. Abstraciîy ISt ti> 5'our journal. One of iicin added thatconsi(Iered, the expedienc> of relegating mlaccers he shouici have been disposed to pes 1015Cl
of sncb highi im1port as tîn' provinc ial ;tdni 5li,ý clus-ions 5 ili fllîrthler. XVere 1 at i ict tO 1 eIltration of justice to the exclusive juriisdjiction of tion the naineus of these genlticoieni, they WOO'dthe Local Legislattllre

5 of Canada, inighit reasun- be recognîizecl by connîon consent as tw Of thahi>' admit of dispute. But the fact that I. ox> "I- 1 Most abie and experecdcntttol,,yrCanada Nvas iimf\lxiiing t(> enter Con lederation il Canada. eine os iUinl î
uiliess seccireci ;igatins-t the Pussibiiity of out.side 1 haVe OOIy t<) add, in refèece to "ý0l
interférence xxith bier juridicaîî systein 15s it)t0j* 

"edr 
xrs dsrrs T5 suetif

ous, and xviii serve t(> explain this, as weiil as that the Bru iisli Couia
1 Judiges iad il',l

SOmeI otlr PCliliar teatuc in th( British N orth apu cld foi- suipport 'lgrainst theI LoCad Le.
Ainerica Act. li~(l the coibdittitîîîîvî qluestion trsto thle I licr~las xx'eii as to thei)olOîf
1 m'is carefoil tu urge lîevroccurreci to nie as (overninun)îs ocu x'ihe ecciares
belig iaterial iu support of the (pno. * x * iithv gce~< friIl some source outside Of
pressed, as a slîgbt cmi tribut m txacd s Ille finual the cln~ htîfnimx arntort11Cleterinion of tbis iIi)rat ILIC 1 no\ Mr i.J tstice Crease cmark (pl). 37 38f the
gather froni " Your Readler s" lutter-, that the /IrsurGCse, wîerc hie refers 10ilPI

7I/z rasizer Casc is abolit to be subillitteci to Ille sign-)ied b>' ail tbe Juciges of the Court, airseI)rei aor trofi f"t the M)in 
*iilistec 

of justice, anîd (it hei utie

Supreione Caîr ori theit 
of t thMtneacklnowvlccgeci coinpetency tc decide opon it. mfateiy Possib>y an lInperiali natter) tO

lJnder these circciiistanccs it xx'ouid bcv Super- Secretary of State.", But, it is acdci thleiflcîo u s ~ ~ ? a n i i I l e o î i g I lle to a ttec î n V to p r~o - M o s tisI u rg e nlt re p re s c îiîa tio n s 10 b o t h (;o xe r nîii C 0 1t5
long the controv ersy. 

faileci to eiic-it one sinîgle legai reasoin afn~îsvercannot refrain, bowever, froni iloticingr txvo 10 tileir rseor thrce statements in (, ollr ecer"letter. It is respefc a prot et frrgrt."I h
He says, " the chlange of [înyj opinions in the Dom)illiion G;overnenî balis not, s> fac as.eLetellier case sbcold bave tauight [nic] a lesson."' knoxv, seen fit as yet to authorize anitlesl

amn aI a ioss to imjagine wbat Your cor respmmn. lion mbt Ibe gievances compiaiiicd of 1) the
dent means by Ibis assertion. For il is weil l3riis Cumbia judiciary. For xvhiie t'le j r 5known t0 ail wbio care to ascertain tbe falct, that diction (o h rvica eisaue
I bave neyer aiîered "Y Publisbied opinionis on mnaîters assigned to themn in the' distributîoflof
the Leteilier question ii0 tbc sliziltest pacticula.. Powers, by tbe 92nd section of the 13. N. A. ACt,


