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" The main matters for corsiderafion in this application arise firstly
Wﬁether the fgricultural landlerd and merant ?ribunél, (hereinﬁftgr anlled the
Tfibunal} had jurisdiction to make an interlccutoryv order freering cartain ca
ﬁroceeds pending determination of the reference to it secondlv vhether it cor
ﬁake such an order without hearine evidence; and thirdly whether this rourt h
pbwer to intervene, or should infervere, in mriiculnr urlenss or until the

maftérﬂhas been referred Lo the frricultnral landlord and merant *ppenl Tribum

. The reference to the "ribunal in the first riace was for a declaration of

teﬁaﬁcy by the applicant in these proceedings, Tofore the reference was hoeare
fhe?é wvas an aprlication Tor an interim order in respect of the cane mrpceeds
_ééfieferred to above. |

Smhe gribural ic a statutory body set un by the Apriculitural Lardlord ond
~4Terant tet, Its powers and ite functions sre set ont in the ict, and it is
“trite law that a. stotutory body or trilunal cannol oxceed the powerﬁ or

functions corferred on it by the stninte croating it, Some of the nowers of

g trivonal are set out in Jection 10 .

(1Y) p tribunal shall have power

(s‘l to exercise all the powerg of o magigtrate's court in
ite summary jurisdiction of surmoning and enforcing

the attendarece of witrnoozes, examining witneszes on

oath, and enflovcing the paymert of costs and the

nroduction of doeuments;
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out in ooction 22, sol them ent in Toll, hecnvoe thore in ne

doubt tret none of thoge furchions nre relevart with Lthe ponoible exception o

_séctior 22(1Y{§) vhich rends as follows:

AL . 2 tribural may, vron aprlication of 2 landlord
or n terant of an agriculturasl holdins o . .
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v dismite between a landlord and tenant of
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It was argued by opposing counsel that in ary case the anproprizte sction

o
A
p—

wag to have appealed to a central appeal tribuncl set up under section 48 of the
Agrienltural Landlord ard Tenant tct, Thether or not an appeal of this nature
ecould go to a centrel appeal tribunal, the jurisdiction of the supreme Court

+o hear it cannot be denied, and it certainly seems to me that where the wvery

jurisdicticn of triburals is concerned the most aprropriate step is to apreal

direct to the fupreme Court. . '

2dn, the event therefore the applicntion is grarted, the yroceedings are

v

removed inte the supreme Court snlely Tor the interloontory ordar o be suashed
ad boing ultra vires the powers of fhe Lribunal to make it,

miegtion of conts Yo be ramerved,

Lavtcks, (7. o, T. Dyke)
Ath mebruvary, 1082 Tuden






