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pay over to thc Provincial Treasurer had been earned. This is
nianifest f ront the report o! Royal Ban~k v~. Rc.r. In<Iced. it mav
safely he said that. if the bank had flot heen iii a position to say
that it Gwed no0 delbt," to the railway company. the litigation
miust have had a different ending; for under the general princi '1e
of l)rivaLe international Iaw to whieh 1 have alrcady referred the
situa of the debt could have been i the place of Liîe residence of
the creditor, the railway co mpany. and the Legisiature 'voui I

clearly have had powcr to djirct the debt th b, paid to anyonc
wvhomi it chose to spccify. If. on the other hand. 'Mr. Lefrov
Inîans that thc baiik owvcd a debt to thc bondhoiders. ahîd that
the powers of the Alberta Legisiatuare to require the debt ýýo be
paid to the P>rovincial Treasurer w-as predicable on the ground
that the situs of their corresponding right of action in respect of
the recovery of the dcbt wvas in the Province. 've are sinipi
brought baek th a question of lais. with regard tc. whieh. as wvill
be apparent frontnîY prvvions reinarks. his views and mY own
are eonflieting.

IV. 3Mi. Euwar' refuntat ion i-cfiite<I.

Before I diseuss the main portion of Mr. Ewart's rejoin&~r to
mvy ecninents upon the argaments by whieh he undcî'took to (le-
monstrate the tînsoundncas of the deicision ii. loial Baiik v.
Rex, it may bc advisable to refer briefly to the singular coin-
plaint which he puts forward in the first paragraph of his

article. ('Nît .ORA.Nov., 1914. p. 560). These
continents of mine arc, it scems,
'nt ai replv. Thlev ire a tIlI um ilt ing ( ni) .Iotht) m r re. tatlof f iliv

rriticism. a;id an iunpnirlenale att ark upeqrn yseif. M'h thcv fittcr 1 ain at

a los% t. qny. 1 haive not thie hionolîr of 'Mr. Lahatt*s aviiiii itance. andî T

have neyer miate aniv allusioin to Iiini. Ilis article woîildl have reminaîcdi

w i t boutnt ce hut1 fi ' r mwilliingnvss ti a t thle p rofess ion ýl1ouMl hbe 1 eft

vi thioutt ex platnation (if wlh at lit- hlans t1ijougli t IpropIer t o aYv abtout ..

1 confess I do not under-stand on what theorv an n ttexnpted
refutation of lew.i dloctt'i-i.il deeîncd to 1)0 erroncous ran be

regardcd as ant ''attack'' upon the propounder of those doctrines.
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