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adequately discussed a! the hearing before the Pri'x ('ouncil.
I own I cinnot comprehlend iw.hy he attaches so much importance
tii this phase of the contnoversy. It xnay be presumcd that. if the
counsel for the Province had dcemed it desirabie to ask for an
adjourilment of the hearing for the purpose of enabling thern tii
consider the point. they wouid have done so. and that their
rcquest would have beeîî granted as a matter of course. If thev
did not inake such a request. the reasonable inference is that the

decisive effect of thc new eleinient thus introdueed into the case
was immediately appreeiated. by them. W1,en the point wvas

onice suggestcd. its relevancy« was pcrfectly mianitest. for it-simply
involves the application of an elernentary principle of equity

tu the facts prescnted by the record. Contrary to 'Mr. Ewart s

coiitention the deeision relied upon by the Privy ('ounicil is. so
Ç.ar as ii-< fsential aspects are eoneernced, perfeetly simple and

intelligible. 1-1w ilnsisteliie on this feature of the easi- .ý;al the.

more singular, because it nianifestl,, iirnishes a strong argu-

nieiit against bis theory 41iaat the .Judicial 'oniittec is auineonm-

pcteîit tribunal, âo far at least as appeals from Canadiaià courts
aiv eiitriiecd. Thiat a incuiber of that body st.oild have beeni

able at th( eleventh hotir to suggest a controlling poinit whieh
had tili then escaped the notice of ail the lcar'ned couiiscd en-

gaged( on both sides. is a fact wlii 'h we, shauld scarceivi have-

e.xpcc(ted a eniei holding bis vicws lu dwcll upon.

Ile niakes a truly asto)ishinig comment iupon %Yliat 1 said with

regard to the iiînpcrfect character of the dileviina sugges!ed hy

hiîu, viz., that, if the Alberta Legisiatture had no power to pass a
law~ disposing of the procee<ls of the bonds. that fund could not

be mnate the subjeet of stich a law ai ail. the~ Domiinioni Parlia-

ineut bcing elcarly ineouipetent to ileal wvith it. My suggestion
wvas that, as the fund w~as dcpositcd in thie hiead office uf the
Royal Bank in Mont real, it was within the jurisdîction of thc

Quebec Legisiature. Mr. Ewart endeavours to miake out that

this stateient is ii.coniisteýit with anothier wliceh 1 Ttuade cIsc-
whcrc, bo the effeet that, in the view of the Privy (un'11 -the

special account opened in favour of thc raiilvay comipany ai the


