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to civil rigns t" flot " in the province. " Mr. Iaatt ajks, "(Jould
the legislature of a proviuce make laws derogating ftorn the
rightx of a fr-eign nolder of shares in a company incorporated
by such legislae.urel"

Before coming to the littie 1 propose to say on this question
1 wish to advert. briefly, to a -point mentioned by the Iesrned
writer of the said article in respect to the decision of the Privv
Council. He sys that the vital point of the case was the locaticn
of the proceeds of the sale of bonds and when that wua fixed in
Montreal the decision that followed was inevitable. 1 do not at
ail quarrel with that staternent, but amn inclined to doubt the
implication, namely, that if the money had been in the Province
of Alberta, the result rnust have been in favour of the validitv of
the Act. If the legisiature may make laws in relation to ''pro-
perty in the province" P.nd to "'civil rights ina the province,"
then the :'et. %while intra vircs as relating to the property is stilI
ultra vires as relating to the civil rignts. and. I s;hould say, if
ultra vires iii amy respect is invalid.

But 1 referred to this inatter more especially for the purpose
of calling attention to, the view advanced hy 'Mr. Lefroy in the
LaU' Qiiarteirly for July, 1913. Shortly stated, his opinion is
thiat the "civil rights in the province" nientioned iniu ~b-elause
1:3 of sec. 92, Uritih North America Act, mean oi.1i the right
to re.snrt to the provincial courts. If that be se necessarily thore
ean iw no suich rights out of the province and tac Act in ques-
tion was not invalid as affecting civil rights. It is with grreat
(liftidence that 1 venture to question the opinion, on a niatter of
legislative power, of one w~ho has heeomie an autharity on the
suhject, but iii this case I amn constrained to (Io 4Oý 1 would Say
thiat t he terni "civil rights'' in.ed iii connection with "'pro-
pert' ii that elatse ineans the right of an owner to protect
his property, aand rcsort to the eouart' is nîerely a mnode of en-.
forcing snch righit.

Mr. Lefroy says thiat. aecepting bis construction of tlic
terni "'civil riglîts, ' the judganent of the Alberta courts up-
holding the Act should have beail iinaintained. flut it seeins to


