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lations made by the directors, and as the assess-
ment wau made payable at the head office, the
company had'a right of action there.

DuNKiN, J. This is a inatter purely personal,
and 34 C.C.P. is decisive of the question raised.
This court is not that of the defendant's dom-
icile, nor yet that of the place where the de-
mand was served upon hlim personally. Ir, it,
then, that of the place where the right of action
originated ? Were lie suing the company, it
might well be said that bis right of action
against them originated here. where they have
their domicile, and their business head-quarters.
But they are suing bim ; and he is right when
he objects that ail he cver did to give thcm
cause of suit against hlim, he did outside of this
jurisdictio,-that as against hlm their right
of action originated, iot here, but there.

Exception mahtained.
C. A. Nutlrng for plaintiff.
J. P. Noyes,,Q.C., for defendant.

COURT 0F QUEENS BENCH.

MONTRUÂL, Sept. 20, 1879.
Sia A. A. DortioN, C.J., MoNx, RÂMsÂY, TEssiER

and Caosà; JJ.-
[Appeal Side.]

Ex parte CoRwiN, petitioner.
Change of venue-Where application shoudd be

made.

R&MsAiY, J. An application ia nmade by the
defendant, who, il charged with manslaughter
on the finding of the Coroner of the District of
Three Rivera, for change of venue. The ques-
tion we are going te decide la not on the
monits; in fact, we have not examined the affi-
davits. We aay that the application ought
not te be made here. We are not prepared te
say that we are not aa competent as a single
judge in chambers; otili it haa neyer been
the practice to make auch an application on
thia aide of the Court. Again, we have no
reason given ua why the Court at Three
Rivera ahould not take cognizance of the
matter. We do not think, therefore, it
would be a proper exercise of oui discretion to
entertain the application, and Ait l rejected ;
but ve wiah it te be understood that we are
not deciding anythlng aa te the menits.

The caae of Mn. Bnydges hau been referred to,

*but that was entirely different. Mr. Brydgesg
was arrested in Montreal, on a Sunday mou
ing, on a charge of a constructive felony. AO
application was made before Mr. Justice Badg'
ley lu chambers to change the venue, and iD
the exercise of his discretion he granted the
application. When the case camne before lue,
the question was whether Mr. Justice Badglel
liad properly exercisied bis discretion, and I 8W
1 had îîo authority te decide that.

MONK. J. 1 have grave doubts whether ive
have jurisdiction, sitting as a Civil Court, to.
t4ike tip this matter. It is true that writ5 O
e rror are submitted to us, and applications for
habeas corpus, but that po-ver is expressly giVen
by Statute.

F. X. Archambault, Q.C., for the Crown.
E. C. Monk, for defendant.

SUPREME COURT 0F CANADA.

OTTAWA, Oct. 28, 1879.
RITCEU, C. J., TASCHEREAU, FOURNIER, HENRV,

GWYNNE, JJ.
VALzIN, Appellant, and LANGLOIS et ai., Respdtl.

Dominion Controverted Election8 Act, 1874-RiO
of Dominion Parliament to maire Judges <if
Superior Courts in the Provinces Judyea qi
Dominion Election Courts.

RITCHIE, C. J. This la an appeal froni tise
judgment of Chief Justice Meredith dismsill
preliminary objections of appellant, and declat'
ing the "iDominion Controverted Elections ACt,
1874,>" te be not ultra vires of the DomlniO0
Parliament, and the correctneaa of thia dete'
mination is the only question now in contWO
veray. This, if not the mont important, la 000~
of the moat important questions that can 0016
before thia Court, inaamuch as it involves ini tO
eminent degree the respective legialative rigliti
and powera of the Dominion Parliament #jid
the Local Leglalaturea, and its logical concb'
sion and effect muat extend far beyond thse
question now at issue. In view of the -'t~
diversity of judicial opinion that has chaZs<'
terised the decisions of the Provincial trlbuD&P
in 8ome Provinces, and of the judges inSO
while it would seem te justify the wisdomnO
the Dominion Parliament in providlng for the
establishment of a Court of Appeul such as thigt
whene such diversities shall b. consideod, god
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