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t McC,,rbe v. Bank of Ireland, 14 App. Cas. 4t3, followed.
And where the title te property, the subject of the present and a former

action of ejectment, was shifted in the bands of the present plaintiff, to evade, P
if possible, the effect of an order requiring the plaintiff in the former action te Ï1
give security for costs-the former action having been dismissed for default of
such security -and it appeared that the prescrit plaintiff knew the history of
the prior litigation, an order for sectirity for costs %vas affirmed.

The order was also maintainable upon the ground that the plaintiff was a
person of no substance, and the action brought mairily, if flot entirely, for the

benefit cf some unk.nown and unnamned person, not a parue to the record.
J. A. Donovan, for the plaintiff.
Msddletoit, and./. M. Godfrey, for the defendant.

BoYD, C., ME1rrlC..
MACMAHON, J. j une 30.

MCLEOD v. NOBLE.

Parlieimentary e/ections.-Recount by Caowdy lm4ee--Injunction of HigA
Court to res1rwn-urdcion-Dsoed'nce oj-'Motion ta commnit for
canlesn,0 for disobedience of injunc1ion.

The Dominion House cf Commons is clothed with the like priviieges,
immunities and powers as were, at the date of Contederation, enjoyed and
excercised by the House of Commons in England, which had the right te
determine ail matters concerning the election of its own members, and their
right to sit and vote in Parliament.

In ail mnatters not relegated te the Court, the House retains and exercises
its jurisdiction.

The prelitminary recount provided for by R.S.C., c. 8, s. 64, is a delegation
pro tanteocf parliamentary jurisdiction, and the presiding officer (County
judge) is ont designated by Parliamerit, and responsible to the House for the
right performance cf hi% duties.

On an application tn commit for cntempt of Court a barrister, who had
in argument as agent cf a candidate urged a Couinty Court Judge to disre4mrd
an injunction staying proceedings granted by the High Court cf justice, and
procced with the recounit, a a returning officer who had under the direction
of the County Judge produced the ballots for the purpose of the recctmt,
notwithstanding tliat .he injunction prohibited him from £0 doing.

Hdkd, that .hie plaintiff (the defented candidate) had ne narticular specifie
legal riglît as applicant for a recotint which entitled hiru to claim a specific-P
legal remedy in the Courts.

That the Provincial Court had no juriadiction te enjoin the prosecution of
pnxceedings connected with controverted elections of zhe Dominion, such as a
recount utnder s. 64, R.S.C. c. 8.

That a County judge having jurisdiction and baving îssued bis appoint-
ment for a recourit the procuring of an injunction from the High Court was an
tmwarrantable attempt to interfère with the due coums of the election.

That the injunction being one the Court had no juriadiction to grant was
extra judicial and void, and a thing which might be disobeyed.


