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In Clwrch v. M-iddllemùs (1877), 21 L.C. Jurist 319, T~
chereau, J., late Chief Justice of 'Canada, Rays at P. 822- "H'a
forkets thst the acts of the Lieutenant-Goyernor in Counoil are
Ris Majesty's acts, that if h. sufters grievances i conaequene
of these acta, he ean, by petition of right, eomplain and aïk re.
dress of Her Majesty, and her alone. The members ;)f the.
Executive Couacil eau be dismissed by Hër' Majesty or lier
Lieutenant-Governot in lier lieu and stead. The Hloua. of Repre-
sentatives ean express its disapproval of their stewardahlp snd
oust them from power. But they are net in lkw individually and
personally responsibI-, towards any one of Her Majesty's subjects
in thLe Province for any of their acta as advisers of the Crown;
they cannot be called te acceunt b.! ore a uourt of justice for the.
advice given by them, and eaeh of them te the Soyersign in Hler
Couneilé. Tbeir acta are not thoir personal acts. The Cro'wn
acts by them, and their acts are those of the Crown."1

Seo aise The Eastern T~rust Comnpany v. Maokm.-4o, Mfan
Co., 22 DULR. 410, and In re th,& Mfauey Mf g. Co., 18 A.B.
446, whieh latter case merely deals with enjeinig ii statutory
persona designata.

The judgment of the Appellate Division in Eloctrie Devaewop-
ment Co. of Ontario v. Attornu-Gon.ral for Ontario a"d Hydre-
Electrio Powcr Commission of Outario, 84 DJi.R. 92, ia very
he1pful for a preper understanding ci the, peint at iasue.

The Judical Committee -of the. Privy Ceumci, 47 D.L.R
10, set aside thus judgment ot the, ground that the, qu.ions
involved were ef too great importance fer the action to b. dis-
miased before trial on a aummary order, but the. judgment
novertheles embodies the. opuion of the, Âppellate Division as te
the law at page 389, where it is said:- "The. argumeni îà that
t1s cour t is entitled and bound te nik. a declaration whieh
&all tie thie hands of the Exécutive cf this Province and>deùun
eaoatly the limita withln which it oan act. The. prantleal resuta
o! siich an experiment would h. ratiier perp1exing. If the
Executive chose te disregard the judgment of the court, how


