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spondent moved to quasli the appeal on the ground that no appeal
lies under R.S.O. (1897) a. 48, s. 1, except in cases where the
matter in1 con trover.9y exeeeds the muni or value of $4,000, and
in this aetion xîo s un or value is in tmntroversy. Their Lord-
ships (Lords ùlacnagliten and J)nvey,'and Sir A. 'Wilson) con-
sidered that under the Ae't an allowanee aof the appeal by a
judge of tde Ontario Court of Appeal vrai; necessary, alnd as
that Court liad carefully caided expressing an opinion as c, the
competence of the appeal, and lu the opinion of tieýr Lordships
the appeal was flot c'onicetc'nit, it was, therefore, dismissed. It is
soinewhat diflh'ult. to gather frunii the report wllher the dis-
inissal ir, based on the grouicd iat the Court of Appenl had
nhn îgnft ils~ fucnc'ti in lunci daiding iwhether the appeul

wIîs Ctlfliptteii, or ivhetlwi' the etinccittec pt'oceede<l onc its
awci Niew oft the pn'uw', muîct cîih on ut' i a...e 48, m. 1.
\\' ar, r'altlier h id i-l i Io thici k h e prupt' vr etaichi sian in

that the Conittre in of opinion thn tihe fli ort of .\ppeal
slîuuld deternn meUuth wl Wp~ i uinpetecct, und if they
do icot no dotec'ninp the camp in not ipelilbut suppose the'
Court of Appeal were ii) eoine 10 an) ecocu onchusion sis ta
the of lhlil t ai enso. Wh is tlic suifi' ' reinedv thmn.?
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luWh 'lu' Kiq .tlh'i./ (190.5 2 K.B. 730 tht' defe-dants
\V(11r( iiletcd.( for eonspi roe~ i n o h iig n pitsqport the

Forîeign Scretcîcy hy falsc'ly ipcteccding if won~ required ta be
118t'd I)y file clcfendchnt. MeCulloe, wheî'eas the defenilant lu-
aneiitd anid Io'c'î î'd if tA ap ncwîd Il- nomeît otheî' pcc'son. to whoîn
thcy Mei ht ta o nwd IW hic hi Rlumbsin Aun'cd of' tHm foeign

offic rnntios for thie use oi' pcsports, ta the' in.jury, preq-
.jcçie anîd dWtsunc'ccue of the' Iiiwtl, fret' and eîîstoîîiar'y inter-
vourse, botw~eeîî the' scIPvbct of tht Kinîg acnd those nif th Czar'

ofi Pîisia.b to the' publîie iisviiipf of the' Wuhjet of the R1ing and
Ioth- vflc ncgvrinc't ai' thic canhccîccn'c of the' peaeeful relations

lcî'tween the' King and' the ('~Cu und thei' sub.jectS respeetively.
It w'as (eoutenidpe un benli' oi' the' defendantsi, who were fmud

~citthit tht' inuiîtitient did not lu lawv amourit ta a erininal
iocspraybut the Court (Lord AI,-- -toue, C.J., and Lawvranne

ucnd Rileky. JJ.,) hecld that the' icîdierinent was good in kir end
thce vonvivtian ivas afflrme>d.


