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resort to the Courts of the Province in whieh his company was
incorporated ?

3, Cnîtis of other writers upon Royal Bank of Canada v. Rex -

Wben I wrote the article which appeared, in the February number Ai
of this journal 1 was flot aware that the subjeût with which it
dea'lt had preiiously been discussed by Mr. Lefroy, both in the
Law Quarterly Review and in his treatise on Canada's Federal 7

Sse an bv iMr. Ewart in the Canadian Law Times. Both
of t1iese iearned authors have, 1 find, exprcssed the opinion that
t lv tecision of the' Privv Couneil in the' case of Royal Ba nk of Capin>da
r. Rex was unsound. But their animadversions liavt bven
inade from different poii. .s of vit'w. antI reflect t'ntirely diverse
senrtiments regarding the tribunal who-4e judgment tbey rond*'mn.

Mir. Lefroy's attitude is that of a eritie who, hav;ng .arefully
,tudu'dfý( ail thle rcportedt dieions ''upon qu test ions arising out of thle
provisions cf the' Britirth North Amt-rica Aet, 1867, r*'lating to
t1w distribution of legislativt' 1),'r bt'tween the' Dominion
Parliament and the' Provincial Legislîitures, has nt*vcr seen
tlit' sinallt'st loophoît' for t'ritit'ism, or for doubt, as to the correct-
tiess of any crnc cf theni lx-fore this Iast jiitgmeiit.''(a) Thc
spirit in which biis censures have beeni uttt'red is. tli'rt'fort., that
tof ail unwilling witnt'ss whio is rompellt'd 'o give tt'stinionv un1-
fiivourabît' to t1ié partv wbom bue wis;ht's; to sucee.'d O n thle
otlt'r hand, the feelings witli which Mr. Ewart 1as undertaken
liis attack upouî tht' judginetnt are' those of a person iii whoe
vi"ýw it vtinst ilotes iiiert'ly a striki.ig illustration of Iis t.heory,
t huit tilit Priv% ('ounlcil is incompetent to handle appt'als fromn
(t niaiii(ourts. (b) eou t.lk'irIÂforadth'cs
ais a siingle atierration froin the' straight road of sound juristic
dtine, but trtts it as a flagrant add<ition to a long list of errors
bY whivih lit igants froin tlbu Dominion biave in lbis opinion been
sî'rîou4lv prejudired. Mr. ls'fr-,v î'ronouiices isi condenins-
tion witli reluctint't' anti regrt. '.! Ewart's eritieîsnu are

(a) Law q.uarterly lit, , vol. 2$i, pý 2M8.

(1>) S4ep the' iee 4 artirh'ut e#onîrihtcîl hy hitn to the' (ansilian Law~
Timem charîng 1913.


