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Suppose a contem~pt at Niei priua and a fine
infiic teçý rould an appea) lie?] Perliape not
in Englande but in the colonies it le dif-
feront; thus lu Raine' v. %u Jmuce of

Sierra Leone, an appoal fron' tn*order impos-
ing fines and irgprisonrnenteon a practitioner of
the Court wae allowod; and though that case
broadly laye it, down that, in the case of con.'
tempt, the Court making the order ie the sole
judge of what constitutes the contempt, the
appeal wao admitted by thie Court en the
ground, of the illegality of the order, and the
alleged contempt was inquired into.

" &Loan WzsTuRy : Their Lordehips regard
thie case as one cf great importance, and one
that may lead to, important coneequences. on
the one hand it je eseential to preserve a Court
from ail obstruction to, the course of justice;
on the -other hand, it is very dosirable that
there should be a check upon any arbitrary
exercice of the powore of the Court. Euf. at
presout, having regard te, the distinction be-
tweon thinge -done by practitieoiers of Colonial
Courts, and thinge done in cisria ; things done
diroctly leading te, interference with the ad-
mninistration of justice, and thinge which do
not corne witbin either of thoee categoriea. thoir
Lordehipe are disposod to givo beave to appoal,
but without prejudice to the question, whether
there je a right of appeal or not. Our object
je that of neceseity thie important question
ehould be fully argued when it cornes before
Us-',.

By an Order in Council, made on the peti-
tion, it was ordered that the petitioner should
bo allowed te, enter and prosecute hie appeal
from thse order of thse Supreme Court of the
l3th April, and the judgment of the 4th May,
1866, without, prejudice te the competency of
ler Majesty in Couneil te entertain an.appeal
from an order of a Court cf Record, inflicting
punishment, by fine or imprisoument, for a
contempt of Court, which question was te be
open te argument on the hearing of the appeal,
and a copy of the ordor wae directed te, be
served on the Judges of thse Supreme Court,
with Inave to put in their answer tothe appeal.

It je apparent'from the report that in this
cas thse judge assailed (CROSBY) took no part
whatever iu thse proceedings against MCDER-
atoT. Theugis a judge cf the Supreme Court,

ho appear te have been absent on every coca-
sien when the cage was befere the Court. This
may have been inerelY acçidental, or, more
probably, in consequence cf the natural re-
luctance, of a judge te, take part in an inquiry,
in the course cf which he mae.y be expoeed
te fresh ineult. At ail events, ne allusion te
the circumetance occurs in the repert, and
there le ne greuad for supposing "ha Mr.
justice CaOSBY deemed himself incompetent.
We have as yet received ne account cf furtiser
stops before the Privy Council. Possi4ly
MoDERmOT; having undergene the fulltermn
of imprisonmont, may shrink from the ex.
pense cf preecuting an appeal, which. can
give him ne subetantial redres.

ACTION QUI 'f AM.

M. Lu RUDAoT»uU.-LO egouvernement vient
de refuser d'obéir à une loi passée on 1864,
sous les circonstances suivantes:

La clause 3 du eh: 43, de la 27-28 Viet., dit:
"Il sera loisible à la couronne d'intervenir aux
'dites actions ou poursuites dans le Bau Cana-
"da on tout'état de cause, et d'en prendre seule
"la conduite; pourvu que s'il apport, après la
"fin d'icelles, qu'il y a une raison suffisante
"pour intenter la poursuite, et si lo dit pour-
"suivant a fourni à la couronne, qui sera ainsi
'intervenue, toute l'aide et les renseignements
"on son pouvoir, pour faire. triompher l'action,
"la couronne rembourse au poursuivant ses
"frais de poursuite."

Pour ne compromuettre auevne.du parties In-
téressées, nous nons abstiendront . as8 nom-
mer. A. avait souffçt da dommagoi du d4at
d'enrégistremeut de la déclaratiou de soCiété
existant entre B. et 0. Il se crut justifiable d'in-
tenter uns action qui tam, conformément à la
loi, centre B. et 0. pour le recouvrement de la
pénalité, tant en son nom qu'au nom de Sa
Majesté. Mais au moment de prendre le br<
il s'apperçoit que B. et C. se sont fait poursivre
par un hom;me de paille, et il apprend.on même
temps que l'avocat de cet homme de paille
n'est qu'au prête nom, qui sert à déguise r in-
tervention des avocats de Ir. et 0, Sous ces
circonstances, A se crât juitifiabbe d'informer
la couronne de cette tentative de fraude contre
ses int6éêts, n'agissant en cela qu'en conormaité
à la loi.
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