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"possibly Mr. Ewart is prepared" te coeitend; and he points te
"4a very important phase" (pp. 486-7) which "lias nlot been dis-

cussed at ail"; and lie says that "one of the crucial points"
was "inadequateiy discussed"-which is ail perfectly true. 1
had two reasons for not discussîng the rneaning of the phrase
"civil riglits within the Province ": (1) Because whatever its mean-

î'.g miglit 1'e, I believed the decision of the Privy ('ouncil to be

bad; and (2) because, although reasonably certain that neither
Mr. Lefrcv nor Mr. Labatt is riglit as to the rneanîng, 1 amn not

sure that i can de'-lare it. I have neyer had to study the sub-
ject.

Discussion of the Ineaning was unneressary because clausc 13
of section 91 of the British North America Art gîving jurisdiction

te the Prov inces ov er civil rights in t1e Province ivas niot (in
iIIy view) the clause which ought to have governed the (leci.sion.

The railway cornpany had been incorporated bv the Aiberta

Legisiature; the proceeds of the sales of its 1bnds were in Alberta;'

the stWi'te mnder attack as ultra v'ires, dleait wiîth'os oeee

the effeet of that statute, if ultra rires,, voul liîaNe affhcted the

right of bondhoiders in Englanid bo sue the bank at its head

office in 'Montreal for a return of their inotiey: ani iny principal

argument was that ample support for the' slat ilte coulih be f(finid

in clause 10 of section 91 ' Local works ami tnetaîl.

Th'le followving is an extract frotn niy article:-

-rhtir Lordshiîîs hojd that the statute wvas l'a'ilwç ofi~ ii t se'T'.t

iýIpor a civil r gi: t out sidýe t bu Province. )-c thi LJord:lai ps zigrec

that Alberta ctii have repealcdl ail ifs IUgislai I, coiild hiave can-
celled thec charter of t be cornpan «v, andi coul i, th loiavekÇt di1>rived everv
bond holder (j cre.speet jvc of h is residence ) of Ilis civ il r gli t t i SueQ theu

conipany any where. But w hat auit ho<rit v. fo r si) H 'ing. lias. a local
I eglilîlttture? (2lcarlY thbe sub-sct i o 'prol art 'v ail cii n gli s ini t1fi

province' bias no hearin g upon the suljecct. Fh a tteniti on îîîan t hat

chi se asu tbei r Lo<rcships do), amoi f u re lot-iîsj noce n lvu t htt

f le legîsiaf ion w1w wit Inuit auîtlorifyv fo>r t lie ci% il riglif wxifh which
fhe v %were ilealing, is wif luft ili Pi'nv . l1:L, Yowii airguuiient

ipon 'local works aind unuer ak ings' and thle resulIt i. , juusf as clearly.

the votrarv, If, uiler tliît hî;o il ithI riglîfs of lii loilholuerq,

t. -to the credif oif th lic rovince <ifAl<herfa .lcfiand! t;rea vate
waym Riulway speeiiil accouînf in thle Iol <vo liank of t. anla, Eihiiîi fouti.


