
CIVIL RIGHTS OUTSIDE THE PROVINCE. 4.

action existing outaide of the Province, is ultra rires. Th&t in a new and
vcry cLitarbimg idea. (Canadian Law Tirnes vol. 33, p. 2(-.)

In another place, comxnenting upon the cireuinst-.-ce that
,he Privy Counîil had flot expressed any opinion as to the sound-
ness of the argument submitted on behalf of the llnyal Bank,
,,,z., that as the proceeds o! the bonds were flot transmitted to
Edmonton in act'î'tl specie, there was nu -propertv" in Alberta
with which the I*egi8siure could deal, he suggests that the
argument was probab!y thought immaterialta):-

"For in any case there wau a civîl night or the q,_overnment and the
raalway, in respect of the liabiiity of the baxk,, within the Pýroice.
The decisioii proceeda uipon the ground that the Province had no power

to deal with 'property and civil rights within the Province,' in such a
way as to affect a civil right outaide the Province.-

When the two statements are read together it is apparentthat what Mr. Ewart designates in the first as the 4sbet
i- the statute under review is the "civil righit- to which he
alludes in the second; that hie regards the existence of this " civil
right" as being predicahle from the existence of a liabilitv
oâ the part of the bank to pay over the proceeds of the bonds to

the railway companv; and that in his view the situs of this liibilitv
:à and the "civil rights" corresponding to it -.;as in the Province of

Alberta, and conscýquùntl - witrhin the juris(lict ion of the Provin-ial
Legislature. Froni these preinises the conclusion is decmed b'

hini to be dedlucible, thal , a, the statutie was inira i-ires as being
iii relation tu a "civil right in the Pro>vince," the Prixýv ( 'ouncil
was not justified in holding it to he iinvalii -)n the nicre ground
that, under the giveîi circumstanices,, it o1wrated so as to aff'c,

civil rights outside th:- Prcvmnce.

Thù first portion of this argument seenis to lhe based upe-n the'
hypothesis that, at the tume wliî'n the ,tattute in question was

t (a) It is scarcely neccssary to remark that, in the crude shape in which
thia point ua stated by Nit. Ewart, il. certainly would have bten quite "lir-
material." Clearly the question whether the proceeds of t'je sale of the
bonds hâd becomc "propeity in the Province" diii fot neefflarily depend
upon whether the znoney ha;! heen sent there in specie. A credit st the

Edmonton Branth of the RP.'n'al Ban;c opcned on the erdrn'xry footing, and
not aubject to MIy special c' 'ntrol on tbe part of th(, ?*anager at the Head
Office, would have been as eftectivc as the transmission of thc actual specieto give the rnoney a Prc,vinr&al ititua.
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