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With critkc judgment.Y
CHURCHILL: T» Rosdiad.

-"Somne stray wor.ds
of old familiar Latin met my car.»

CALDEItON : El Mdgico Prod<ùoso.

HYPER-CRITICISM IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL.-In his opinion
ini the Indian Annuilies Case (decided in the Privy Council on
9 th December, 1896), Lord Watson has shown Limself, like
Iago, to be "tnothing, if not critical." By a. clause cotumon
to the several statutes by which the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec and the Dominion of Canada ref .,rred cer-
tain important mnatters in dispute between them to arbi-
tration, it was enacted that Ilthe award shall be subject to
appeal [on questions of law] to the Supreme Court, and
thence to the Privy Council of England, in case their lord-
ships are pleased to entertain the appeal." Now the nierest
tyro in the law knows that ultimate appeals froin Colonial
courts lie to the Sovereign, and are theoretically determined
by Her Majesty on the advice of the Judicial Cominittee of
the Privy Council; therefore the designation of the court of
Iast resort in the clause above mentioned as the IlPrivv
Council of England " is so clearly a verbal slip of the dr..fts-
mani, that, on the principle of ' De niinimis non curat lex,' it
ought flot to be considered worthy of serious notice. Not so
with Lord Watson, however-

A lapsus, howsoever slimi,
A grievous error is to him,
And it is sornething more 1

ht is an occasion for assuming ignorance absolutely Boeotian
on the part . of colonial legisiators with respect to constitu.
tional law. It is un opportunity not to be neglected by the
ponderous mind for delivering a homily in reproof of such
postulated ignorance. This is the voice of the chider, chid.
ing neyer so wisely: "lThe concluding part of this enactmnent
ignores the constitutional rule that an appeal lies to Her


