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September 14, 2012 

[1] Pursuant to a notice of application dated July 12, 2012, the defendants seek the following 
relief: 

1. The registration of the judgment dated December 5, 2011 of the Superior Court of California, 
County of Humboldt, whereby it was adjudged that the plaintiff recover from the defendants 
Applied Bottling Ltd. and Darryl John Gaudreau the sum of $9,718.89 for damages and 
$1,338.75 for interest, for a total sum of $11,057.64 be set aside; and 

2. costs. 

[2] The notice of application states that the matter is within the jurisdiction of a Master. The 
question of jurisdiction did not arise at the hearing of the application on August 30, 2012. 

[3] Upon reflection, I have determined that a Master has no jurisdiction to decide this 
application as the result would substantively depose the parties' rights and thus represents a 
final order: Euro-Ceramics Tile Ltd. v. T & C Ceramic Tile Contractors, 7 B.C.A.C. 144, PD-34. 

[4] Regrettably, the application must now be re-argued before a Judge of the Supreme Court. 

[5] To assist in this process, I order that the application be adjourned generally to be re-set by 
Requisition before a Judge of the court upon proper notice. Unless the Judge hearing the 
application otherwise orders, the parties will bear their own costs with respect to the August 
30th hearing. "C. P. Bouck" Master C. P. Bouck 
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