
rhe,, it is uirged that, aszsumjig the appointment of t
r'epondents to be valid, they are ziot proceedfing ini soi
respects ini a.ccrdanice wýith the 8tatilte, but are acting
some extent in contravention of it. The answer te. that
if it be so-is the kLnsWer which wus given te, the applica
in theý North iPerth Case--'the subject is one comnitted
themi exclusively hy Federal leisiation, and o<me affecti
iatters particularly withiui the exclusive pewers of Pari

ment; they are answerable te J>arliament, net to this Coii
on suAh an application as tia.

A point of some importance--net argued-is. ivhetl
1'arliamnent has, in sec. 9, delegated te, the Governor
council the constitution of a Federal Court, and if
whethier thefre %vas powe;r te do se. The answer la, thi
is no szuch dIelegatieni, thiat the enactment itself constitul
theo Court ,ind p)roecribes its, procedure, and that te t
Governor in council is cemmitted nothing substantially b
fhe appoitmfent of the efFicers; the putting in motion of t
provinciail mnachinery operated by Federal officers.

The application therefere f ails and must be dismless
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ÈF, WJLLIA'MS v. BRIDGMý%ANý.

Cnintij C Jui4i(ictioni-ttlahmenI of DebIs - 4A&-i
ment of Moneys Dve to Jiidgmiýent Debtor by Garnsho-
Assigne. a.s C amant-ýiuue-AmounJ InvoIred-Jkz.
for Eqluitable Reief -Prohibition -Trans fer to i~
Court.

,Appeal by claina.t from order et TEETZEL, J., ante
dismlssing appellant's motion for prohibition againat fi
ther proceedings in a garulase matter pending in t
County Court ef Elgin, or in the alternative to tranafer t
is-sue directed te be tried te the Higli Court.

W. M. Boultbee, for a.ppellant.

W. J. Tremeüar, fer judgmnent crediter.

THE COURT (FAL.CONBRIDCE, Cff., STREET, J., BRi
TOnN. T.), diSMiSSed the appeaI 'with costo.


