
-Jun, 187.]LOWER CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

71. There shall be a Legislature for Quebec
",consisting of the Lieutenant Governor and ol
two Houses, styled the Legisiative Council ol
Quebec and the Legisiative Assembly of Que-
bec.

96. Tie Governor General shall appoint
the Judges of the Superior, District, and
County Courts in eaci Province, except those
of tie Courts of Probate in Nova &otia and
New Brunswick

98. The Judges of the Courts of Quebec shall
be 8eiected frein the Bar of that Province.

99. The Judges of the S;uperior Courts shall
iiold, office during good behaviour, but shall
be removabie by the Governor Generai on Ad.
,dress of the Senate and liuse of Coimmona.

100. Tie Salaries, Allowances, and Pen-
îions of the Judges of the Superior, District,
and County Courts (except the Courts of Pro-
bate in Nova &otia and New Brunswick), and
of the Admiralty Courts in Cases where the
Judges thereof are for the Time being paid by
Salary, shahl be fixed and provided by the
Parliament of Canada..

101'. The Parliament of Canada niay, not,.
withstanding anything in this Act from Time
to Time provide for the Constitution, Mainte-
nance, and Organization of a General Court
of Appeai for Canada and for the Establish-
ment of any additionai Courts for the better
Administration of the Laws of Canada.

>129. Except as otherwise provided by this
Act, ail Laws in force in Canada, Nova &cotia,
-or New Brunswik at the Union, and ail Courts
of Civil and Criminal Jurisdiction, and ail
legal Commissions, Powers, and Authorities,
and ail Officers, Judicial, AdTministrative, and
Ministeriai, existing therein at the Union,
siail continue in Ontario, Quebec, Nova &otia
and New Brunswick respectively, as if the
'Union had not been mnade; subject neverthe-
lesa (except witi respect to such as are enact,
ed by or exist under Acts of the 'Parliament
of Great Britaîn, or of the Parliament of the
United Kingdom of Great Briksin and Ireland>
to be repeaied, abolished, or altered by the
Parliament of Canada, or by the Legisiature
of the respective Province, according to the
Authority of the Parliament or of that Legis-
lattire under this Act.

* RAMSAY v. REGINA.

To the Editor of thse Lower Canada Law,
oe' Journal:

Sir,- 1 presume it was froni the saine
source you learned that the statement made
respecting DrLscol's case in my argument on
the Gth Mardi was totally unfounded, and this
piece of secret history, that "lif he (Chief Jus-
tice Rolland) was not present on everv occa-
sion, the sole reason was that lie feared to be
subjected to fresh insuit." The impression
the report conveys9 to the reader will depend a
good deal on the reader's intelligence, but the
point plainly made by me was that in tie
Driscoll case, Mr. Justice Rolland took no
part in the proceedings. It wias neyer said
that lie was not on the Bench when the rule
issued; but what I said was this, that Mr.
Justice Rolland was not on the Bencli on the
28th March, when Mr. Justice Aylwin read
the famous paper beginning, "lThe marked
jiisbehaviour of the person who represents
the attorney-general &c, and on the lth of
April when the rule was taken lie was on the
Bencli, but far from presiding as you say, lie
took no part in the inatter, and the rule, whici
I l.elieve ivas in Mr. Justice Aylwin' s own
hiandwriting, was read by him. As for the rea-
son given for the non-appearance of Chief Jus-
tice Rolland on the 28th, I do not believe it.
Had lie had any suci fear it would have oper-
ated as strongly on the Ilth April as on the
28th Mardi, but to attribute te a childish
fear, the forbearance which was evidently
dictated by a sense of honour and regard for
the judicial oath, is a sia.nder on the memory
of an upriglit and honorable man. Apart from
any question of iaw, no mian witi the fainteet
siense of honour or decency would consent to
sit as a sworn judge when lie couid be sup.
posed to have a bias. And so the late Mr.
Justice Mondelet wouid nlot sit in the Seignior-
iai Court because lie was the owner of Sei-
gniorial property, yet in that case there was
no Party interested, the matters to beèdecided
being simply abstract questions of law.

1 see yon aiso support it as probable that
dread of further insuit prevented Mr. Justice
Crosby fron isitting in the McDerinott case,
and you add, Iltiat there is no ground for
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