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evidencê to be given; see Re E, wch, 1910, 1 K. lB. 327; and

see also Kessdrop Isi v. Great Indian Rwv. Go., 96 L. T. R.

859. The parties, aud niot the Court, are domiini lilis ini all

cvil proceedings. Il a party cornes inito Court witli an m

perfect case, the proper penalty is dismissal. If lie desires tu

cyvefrther evide-nee le can only be allowed that' privilg

iide te ruis ko whieh I bave bef are referred, wliecl in my

opinion is as applicable in a lunacy matter as ini any other.

Tt was scarcely atteiupted upon the argument tu uLphold

what was doule ac, falling within the provisions of wliat may

be called ordiuary procedure. The> respondents' contention,

while scarcely su defiwitely stated perhaps, amounted tu

ibis, that the Court as representing the King, lias in lunacy

iniatters so>ue offliciai power hy virtue of which the ordinary

yrocedure may under certain circuistances be ignored. For

sucl an ides. I cau fiud no warrant. In Chptty's Brerogatives

ofthe Qrowu, p. 15,, it is said: The Kincg as parens paf rioe

is in legal contemplation tlie gwardlan of lus people, and ini

tluat amiable capaeuty is entitled, or rather it is Ris Majesty's

duvin returu for the allegiance paid him, to take ciare of

suýof lais subjects as are legally unable on account of

mnaI incapacity, whether it proeeed fromn 1 non-age; 2

iicor 3 .1 cy tu take proer care of tliemselves and

Anoherandequllyimportant brandli of the lKing's

preogaiveis hecreation of Courts. At pp. 75, 76, (Jhitty

furhersay: "Tt eers tht in v#ery early times our Kings

in ero often beard and determiued causes between party

adparty. But by th onug snd uuiform usage of inany

agsthey have delegated their whlole judicial powers ku thc

cuge f their seversi Courts, so that at present tbe King

cint deterixiine a y cause Or judicial prqceedig, but by

the muth f Iiis Judges, wlftse power is, however, only an.

eninato f the royal prergative. Theu rts ofJusie

powr ad eau oly derive their foupdto uro the. Crown
bav rspctvely gainied a kuowu and state& juridcin
and teir dcuos mulst be regulated by the crtain. and

Th nwu and stated jurisdiction " of tlue Coiurts in

lunay matersis u tis provuuce expressly conferred and

defied y sttut M Ad thc statutory provisions tu wbioh
1 hve efoe rfered n- datail, must goverii else great con-


