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As said in BraziUl v. Jones, 24 0. B., p. 209, a prohibi-
tioni mnay be granted at tlue very latest stage, so long as
there is anything to probibit. Fromn the very earliest times
this bas been rccogruized as the guiding principle. In the
historie answers of the Jutlges to the articuli cleri, resulting
in the statute 9 Edw. 11., eh. 1I . found in 2 Inst.
602-it is said: " Prohibitions by law are to be granted at
any time t> restrain a Court to intcrnicddle withi or execute
anytbing whieh by ]aw tluey oughit inot to hold pica of, and
tbey are muchi nuistaken that maintainced the contrary...
for their proccedîings in such case are corarn non judice; and
the King's Courts Hthï may aw'ard prohibitions, being in-
foried eitiier by the parties tbemselves or by any stranger
that anv, temnporail or ecclesiastieal, doth bold plea of that
wbereof they have not jurisdiction, rnay lawfully prohubit
the saie as welt after jndgmgnent and execution as before. "
A statenient w bieh is referrcd to with approv ai by W'iies, J.,
iii Mayor of London v. Cox., L R1. 2 Il. L. 239

1 bave tue e'. hesýiitton iii awarding prohibition where
the niagiýt ie( prcvd vît1u the hcaring of tAie case bav ing
knowle(dge iliat bis. jurislictio!u is dïspnted. It wou1d be
more sec i>iv fo(r ail tribunals cbargtýd witb tlue adinistra-
tion of justice to act in sucli a way as to avoid any suspicion
that the course adopted is in any way the resuit of temper.

Ilere, thc magistrate, knowing that, bis jurisdiction was
disputed, and after baving been served witli a notice of
mnotion for prohibition, dismnissed the charge witbout baving
hcard the inf4urmant.s evidence. andapparently souglit to put
the informant in the position of either attorning to his jur-
isdiction by appearing in obedlience to bis summons, or risk-
ing everytbing ulpon tbe resuit of the motion. It would have
ben more consistenti with judicial dignity to bave enlarged
the hearing unt il the question of jurisdiction bad been de-
termined.

There is no power in the Court to, stay piroceedings in
an inferior Court pending the betaring of the motion. if gron
v,. 31I&abe, 4 P. R1. 171; and this should inake ail iuferior
tribunals relnctant to act in a way th'at will afford any
foundation for t le argument liere presented, tbat the motion
is rendered nugatory hiy wbiat lias been done after tbe motion
was on foot.

'The citation from, Coke, also answers another objection
made to this motion, tbat the informant has noa locus standi
t'O appiy.
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