
LAIV NOTES.

IN THE COUNTV COURT 0F KOOTENAY.

IIENDIZX vs. HNNESSEY.

Acusr 21, 1893] (W1 KM J.

County Courts -Jurisdictionot Suprerne Court Judges in-Linitiations
of-C. C. Act, 1888, Sec. 15.

Tue .actioni was pending in the Coïînty Court of Koot-
enafy. Defc;îdaît mîovcd to set aside a lis pendeîîs biled hy
plaiîîtiff agailist certain Millerai lins the titie to lil

*as lîroliglit ln que.stion iii the action, on1 the grroïîïd tliat the
pla.iutiff liad 110 claillî anid tllat t1le lrcetil~ iudls pihleil
Wer vexationls id witholit tolouir of rirlt. Tiiere wsu, no
athdavit titat the othiee of C. C. J uidge of h<>oteiiliy wiIs výacnit.

Inl':rt Ca~<lfor deeîaislîomed cas. lIe ob-
jteelto the jurisdictioîî to heuar the miotioni, oit the goli

I bat the pre-re<îuisite of the vcnyof the office of (I. C.
Jîîdgt' of the (loillicile uvas iot proved ; and also, titat, apart
froîîî thiat, the jiIVis(1 ic-tioit conferreit on the Supreine C'ourt
judges lîy the att was vicarious -ind co-teriiiijuns withi that

of the C. C. judge o>f thie District, anId con"iseutly could
itot lie exercised oittside, the territural, liitits of the Coiuuîty
Court i n question.

JuuW'cy Cirea8, contr-a, (*oiiteIIde titat iîy sec;tioni 10 of
of Suipreine Court Act, the Supreine Court anid its -judge.,
lîd cognizance of ail pleas Nvhiatsoever.

Can.id,, ini reply :Tlîat is au1uuitted wliîeu the action
S brouight ini the Sîq>remîe Court, wviîeit the only question is
nie of costs.


