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agent personally, otherwise it may be quashed(-: Canaliars Sodely
v. Lauzon (1899), 4 ('an. Cr. Cas. 354i (Que.), 5 11ev. de Jur. 259.

Mr. Cranksbaw, ait p. 87fi of bis Annotated Criminal Code,
4th ed., says that a notice of appeal fr-jm a sumxnary conviction
"should state that the appellant is aggrieved by the conviction

order appealed frt,m." In support of this statement he cited the
cases above referredl to: R. v. WVest Ridinqi, 7 B. & C. 678; R. v. Aii
Esser, 5 B. & C. 431. It wiIl be seen, from the summarv of these
cases given above and the extract from Halsbury, that this state-
ment ià too wi(Ie and does not apply where the (lefendant himself i
is appealing from the eonviction made agaînst him. If anvone
but the complainant or the defendant can hav ý a status to appeau
froin a sumrnary conviction, those cases would s -lew that such other
party niumt state in bis notice of appeal that he is a person ag-
grieved. Furthermore. Mr- <'rankqhaw ciltes a! p. 877 the case-
of R. v. MclKay, 21 ('an. ('r. C'as. 211, in support of the conflicting
proposition that upon an appeal (rom a summarv conviction for
common assault it is flot essential that the notice of appeal shail
state explieîtly iii the Iaaiguagî' of sec. 749 that the ilefendant is a

per<mn -tggt-i,e.'
The Licensing Art, 1872, 353-36 Vict. (Imp.), eh. 94, sec. 52,

liai provid(i1 thât if -any pe-rson (cols awgieved'" by any~ order
or Conviction inadue tiiereainder bv a (Court o>f summiary jurisdic-
lion, 1w might apia. It was held that the " person aggrieved
is the pers;ot who bas bet-n convicted, or igainslt whomn an order
lias been made. Where a lic.ense-ho!deýr was convicted, it was
1)01( that the lanallord bas ,;a riglit to appeal to quarter sessions,
though bis interest inay ho indirectly affected by the conviction:
le. v. A iidor-er .1.1 ( 18843), 16 Q. . 711, 50 J. P. 549, 55 LA. M.C.
14.3, -55 L.T. 23, 3-1 W.R. 456. 'Matbow, J1., said: "I amn of
opinion timat sec. 52 applies to a porbon directly aggrîeved by tbe ,
W: er, and fhat a lwrson who, like this o:wnor, feels hiniseif
indirectlv aggrieveil by the order valilot alî>oail n.gainst. it.''

By a "person aggrievoil" is rneant primna fadre the person
againmt whom the ,>roc(-edinls wer<' origmnally institute1 (ibid.,. i
,%. L stnith, .1.).

But a mortgagec li-as been hebi under the Liconsmng Art te o 
sufficient ly aggrived bhîle r4fusl of the renewal of the tenant's
license te ho able te :appeal to quarter ssinif the inortgage
imade the niortgngec th at :1torney' in fart for thle Iues-odrin
t bat respec-tt: Garrell v. ,tidccr.J.or le'. v. Garre'U ( 188.U,
12 Q.IU). G20. M3 1-.. M , 48 ... 357, 32 WV.l. (46. In
general, t he' ld iv as sh. is a sI ranger to thse livense (except
iii thosi, caw-s wbere noet .. of a conviction is to e sent to binai), anal


