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Summary: Plaintiff, a police officer, was demoted and later dismissed by a
board of police commissioners on the recommendation of the chief
officer of the police force. A judgein Chambers found that both
the demotion and dismissal were made without jurisdiction and
granted ordersin the nature of certiorari quashing the decision,
and in the nature of prohibition prohibiting further proceedings
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Result:
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relating to the matters dealt with in the decision. The Chambers
judge found that the availability of alternative remedies under the
Collective Agreement between the parties and under the Police
Act was not relevant. Costs were ordered against the plaintiff
respecting joinder of a party against whom no cause of action
existed. The defendants appealed and the plaintiff cross-appealed
respecting costs.

1. Whether the availability of alternative remedies was relevant.

2. Whether the decisions to demote and to dismiss were quashable
on certiorari.

3. Whether available alternative remedies were adequate.

4. Whether an order in the nature of prohibition should have been
granted.

5. Whether the order as to costs was erroneous.

The Court of Appeal, after reviewing the authorities, found that the
availahility of alternative remedies was relevant. The decisionsto
demote and dismiss were made without jurisdiction, and as the
alternative remedies were not adequate, those decisions were
properly quashed on certiorari. Prohibition was also appropriate
in the circumstances. The appeal was dismissed.

The Chambers judge made no error in the order as to costs and the
cross-appeal was dismissed.
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