mmmmcﬁm 203

s

club as the agan* of the 'l‘reamr of Ontaria by dedneting five
per téntuny from the total amount bet on évéry rate; and that =
this sum be paid over to the Treasurer of Ontario st the close
of eash day’s rasing. :

The Act secks to attain the first purpose by declaring that
‘‘the law is and always has been that no extraordinsry remedy
by way of ifjunction, mandamus or otherwise lies against the
Crewn or any Minister thereof or any officer avting upon the
fastructions of any Minister for anythirg done or oumiitted or
proposed to be done oo omitted in the exercise of his offiee, in-
cluding the exercise of any anthority conferred or purporting to
be conferred upon him by any At of_this Legislature.!’ - The
Act also says ‘‘any action heretofore commenced or any proceed-
ings heretofore taken in rvespect of the Corporations Tax Aet,
1922, and still pending, and any order by way of injunction
heretofore made in any such action or proceedings against the
Crown or against any Minister thereof or any officer authorised
to act upon the instruetions of any Minister, shall be and is here.-
by forever stayed, save for the purposes of an applieation or ap-
plications for the payment out of court of any moneys that may
have been paid into court in any such action or proceedings, and
the Crown or any such Minister or cfficer is hereby declared to
be entitled to proceed as if no such action had been sommenced
or proceeding taken or order made, but such stay shall not de-
prive the parties to any such action, proceeding or order of any
right they may have to proceed by way of Petition of Right.”

The provisions staying the action are not withouv precedent.
Sec, 8 of 9 Ed. VI ch. 19, The Power Commission Amendment
Act, 1909, enacts that ‘‘every action which has been heretofore
brought and is now pending . . . . by whomsoever such -
action is brought shall be and the same is hereby forever stayed.”’
This Act was held in Smith v, City of London, 20 O.L.R. 133, o
be within the competence of the Legisiature and not to be re-
vized by the judicial body. Bee elso Beardmore v. City df To-
ronto, 20 O.LLR. 165, 21 O.L.R. 505. The right to bring an
action is & “‘oivil right.”’ However, when a motion was made to
obtain payment out of court to the provineial authoritiex the
plaintiffs opposed it. The metion was dismissed pro forms upon
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