
-w M ~

LAA A LW -JOMINAL.

of his doctrine in the cleare.it possible Iight. Even if the Pro.-
vincial Courts have, as he maintains, no option but to adjust the
dlaims of a non-resident in accordanoe with the termsi of any
Provincial statute which affects hi- rights. quch a statute assuredly
cfinnot preclude him f roin having the de. ision reviewed. Upon
thât review itis validitv will be determined. not with reference
to the fact that the Provincial Legisiature has undertaken 10 deal
with his "civil rights," but with, reference to what the Court
itself regards as the proper construction of the qualif-ving phrase,
"in the Province," and to its opinion respecting the significance
of tlue e-vidence set out on the record. There is apparenitlv
they mane onance hiochne nMre hefryvn dîfcultis stedt
othe oanenance uon whidchie Mr.e he dan.consiestgent it
by the nonsideration that the Domninion Supreme Court and the
Privv Council are flot under the autheritv of the Le-gislature
whose deciarations are held by Mr. Lefrov to he absolutely de-t
terminative of the quality of civil rights, irrespective of whüther
the persons concerned are or are not domniciled in the Province.
fle maY take the position that, in somne particular case. the
correetne-s of bis doctrine as to the construction of the phras.-,
"civil rights,- may be re-gnizedý by those tribunals, and that,

after a single ruling Io ibis effect. the incongruitv% lwtwerrn that

doctrine ard the judivial svstem of (Canada will cecaf, to bei
predicable. In other words, he nia entertain the -sulpposition

that the appellate Courts which are flot subject to the controi

of the Provincial Legisînt ores, may hereafter rende-r a (ICCIsioji

hihwoulcl iirtually arnouint to a Tf.! iinut- boi) of tleir appo~liate

jurisdiction in a certain class of cases. But t is so unlikelv that

such a decision will evvr he rendered that this aspect of the matterI

may reasonall be trented as a negligihh' factor in the discissioin.

S. Discussi-on of Mr. Ewart's criticis upori Royal Bank of Carada v. i
Rez.-In the opening sientence of bis criticismi upon the judgment
of the I'rivy ('ouiteil iii Rot!al-Bank of Canada v. Rex, Mr. Ewart
reina! ks:

"The derision appears to indirate that a P'rovincial statuite wbich i
deala with a subject within the juriadirtian of the-LeXiaiature, but
which bas, as one of its eff prus, a prejudiciaI operation kupon a rigbt of


