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1. Introductory.-In an article contributed by the present writoe

to the CANADA LAW JOURNAL of Feb. 2, 1914, the meaning of the
claiise of the British North America Act (sec. 92 (13)], by which
a ?'rovincial Legislature is empowe.-ed to make laws "in relation
to civil riglhts in the Province," was discussed, un(Ier one particular
aspect., that which is concerned With the scope of the law-
rnaking power in respect of noxi-resident memibers of a Provincial7

compIany. I suggested, that the criterion v îth reference to which
'he validity of laws affecting such members must he tested is to
be fouind in the doctrine that, while the situs of their shIareâ 8 in
the Province in which the company wau organized, the situs i>f
marv. if not most of their personal rights in regard to the disposi-
tion of the shares, 's in th:- jurisiliction in which tiiry ei.
From, this doctrine 1 drew the deduction that the Legisiature c.l

the P>rovince in which the company was organized is authorizod
to modif;, the " rights" of its non-resident niembers hy means of a.6ýi
law whieh deals directly wîth their shares as "property,' any
other description of law xvhich produres such a modification is

Asa illus.tration of the category of Iaws whicli, inder the


