
ile t rit f [iid tu 11 ourtlid lia , hv it 1u g 1 !enk, del1e the1,-, 1ý(, 1 -

facts .11,b1iutei net lt i, a suielnàausec for revocatioen,
t1eLutat- iiife i ii co il nîlight mmdtypro-

eeed te annul ilic e dnt'hatr If hav ing, a ý a

almar obaind ilie opinion of thw Court, the Crowni is net
~huigd teahide Illte deiso uili it lias se inivitued. it; is
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heeare. s4ome resns whlîy if' 1 at ail douhtud Ilhe liwk
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bold %h CioWns rights, statutory or- preýregative,. to lic in
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'hW the (Surt hma nM juridition t the suit of a sub-

jeci te eonimnind o)r te restrain, t1w cromin or its efer
atng as it agenlts or sevats r dischiargingdireenr

fuinetionis ýomlinlitted] te thlm liy the Sovervigu, le establishied
byv niany awthoritid mohh ;s onle of the mnost recent. I
nia% r Icrit The Q \-e i.dcrtry State for War,

1 AU1 2 Q. B. 326, 33v, 33. For thc exereise of thie powers
or the oieiag f tlle obligations wýith wh1ich the Clourt is
lier, a-kedl te interfere, th Atone-Gnea is ansýwerabl1e
and esesil te thle (rown alene. Ile owes ne dty te Ille
dufendants.

Noý pr-teeent lias been eýited fer the granting oif sueli an

iiniuietion on the applicaioniii (d a ubctdfnatll(thougll
,nany puits affcting righs of the Crewn have 6ee1 Wn-
tained, hý fte Attorney-General in Englandl and lier colonies.
Such atfions aire in fact thie sits of Ilis Majesty, insýtitut,éd

by bis law efficer, theAtenv-eerl andl it is net there-
fore surprig that the reeacl f thei Iearnied coun1sel for
the deofeudiants has unearthed ne instance of arny suchy an-

omalous ordeor as that which li, onow asks. I)v whlicl Ilis
Majesty, tlirough the instrunenitality of this Couirt, wouldl
ruitrin himself in the exris f fniocf bis xz tv

govvriiiiint. CoobrCJ. says: "This Court capuet
ekaii even in appearance te have anly power to comnxand the
Crown : the thng le out cf t% queston 0' The Qteen v. LoCd

Coniiisienrsof Th'le Luy b.Il. 7ý Q. B. 388', 34

1Uponi the argumlenit liefere titecounlsel for HIe lwnat
.uggested that, thougli the order asked Aheuld lie refused, an
expresien of opiioni that thie Attorne-url hl, pendl-
ing Ibis action, refrain frein purslng ie course tn whigcli
ti dlefeýndants bave taken exetewoiibd he repetd
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pay dule regard te any propcr eorv~c f jiclopinjio,


