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The appeal was heard by MEREDITH, C.J.O., IV
HODGINs, and FERGUSON, JJ.A.

Gideon Grant, for the appellants.
J. H. Fraser, for the plaintiff, respondent.

MEREDITH, C.J.O., reading the judgment of the C
that he agreed with the conclusion of RIDDELL, J., that
the Privy Council Appeals Act has application only to t
for which it provides; and the power to stay execut
therefore, depend upon the inherent jurisdiction which
possesses over proceedings in it.

That the Court has inherent jurisdiction to stay e3
beyond doubt: Halsbury's Laws of England, vol. 14,
Polini v. Gray (1879), 12 Ch.D. 438; Warwick v. Bru
4 M. & S. 140; Yates v. Dublin Steam Packet Co.
M. & W. 77; Barker v. Lavery (1885), 14 Q.B.D. 769;
Corby (1859), 5 U.C.L.J.O.S. 67; Sharpe v. White i
O.L.R. 575; Hughes v. Cordova Mines Limited (1915),
372; The Khedivó (1879), 5 P.D. 1.

The Indian cases, Mohesh Chandra Dhal v. Satrui
(1899), L.R. 26 Ind. App. 281, and Nityamoni Dasi
Sudan Sen (1911), L.R. 38 Ind. App. 74, do not help
question of inherent jurisdiction, but are important 2


