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Nor is it clearly perceptible
w Colonial Laws Validity Act,” referred to Dby
Mr. Todd, has to do with the guestion. That
statute was passed in 1865, previous to Confed-
eration, and had reference to Colonies acting
independently of cach other, in direct communi-
cation with the Imperial Government, and sub-
iect to its immediate supervision, not to the
subordinate sub-divisions of a colony acting
under powers specitically detailed in a subse-
quent Jmperial Statute, and subject to the con-
trol of an intervening authority between them-
sovernment, the powers

selves and the Imperial ( 1
and dutics of which intervenimg authority are

again specified and detailed in the same subse-
quent [mperial Statute. However much that
Colonial  Laws Validity Act may apply to the
general Government of Canada and the Legis-
lation of the Dominion Parliament, it can have
no possible hearing upon the [Legislation of the
separate Provinces since Confederation. What
they do not_find in the British North America
Act, 1807, they need not ook for in that. Com-
ing from a lesser authority than Mr. Todd, to a
legal mind, such a reference would seem like a
blind-—the semblance of learning without its
substance.

1t will not be necessary to follow the writer
through his article. It is obvious that he has
given to the several judgments but a very cur-
sory reading, and with a preconceived opinion
in the opposite divection.  He asserts but does
not reason, and entirely ignoring the fact that
there had been no previous decision by any
Court on the immediate point raised, boldly
assumes that Falin v. Langlois disposed of it
though in that able judgment the point was not
cven under adyvisement: 1 doubt, indeed, if the
distiniguished Chief Justice of Canada who pre-
sided in that casc would himsclf have treated the
guestion in 50 lofty and swnmary a wiy
Whether right or wrong the judgments delivered
by the several judges in (¢ 7 arasher Case are
sufficiently explicit. 1f they cannot be sustained
by what is (herein contained, those judges must
be manifestly in, error. The legal estimate of
the Courts and  Bars of the scveral Provinces
and the final opinion of the Supreme Court of
Canada must ultimately decide.

Though Mr. Todd has not deemed it neces-
sary to uote any authority, there really s one
to which he might have referred as apparently
leading to a conclusion ditterent from that of the
B. C. Judges, not in the immediate adjudication
itself, but in the line of reasoning urged by the
Court ; I mean The Citizens Tusurance Co. V.
Parsons, L. R. 7 App. ciasts which judgment
was delivered in November last, but only lately
received in this Province 1 have said *appar-
ently leading” because 1 think it capable of
explanation. In delivering judgment Sir Mon-
tague Smith referring to the distribution of
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