
REVIEW 0F CUfRENT EGLIB1R CASES.

or within six months of the date on which such decison
camne to the knowiedge of the claimnant, whichever period ie
the longer.
(d) In ail other caser.

Within twelve months from the date of the publication
of these rules in the place at whcWi such clainiant is resid-
ing, with the exception of those 'jase8 provided for in rule
22, where the limitations of time impo8ed by these rules are
stated iiot to apply.

After the expiration of thc 'time prescribed by this rule,
rio claini will be accepted without the special leave of the
Tribunal.

2. Ail dlaims, answers and other written proceedinga
must be deiivered or sent to the Custodian Department of
the Secretary of State.

REVIEW 0F CURRENT ENGLISFI CASES.

Mlotor Car--Drving *veckl(eRIy a~nd at a sped dangerous to tlie
public"-Conviction-Two oflence-Duplicity-bMotor Car Act
1903 (2 Ediw. VII., r. 36), m.1(S0 . 207, S. Il (2) )

The King v. Jones, 1921, 1 K.B. 632. The defendant was
convicted of driving a motor car on a highway "recklessly
and at a speed dangerous to the public having regard to ail
the circumstances of the case inciuding the nature, co-idi-
tion and use of the said highway and îïi the amnouilt of
traffic which actuaily was at the time or mnight reasonabiy
have been expected to be on the said highway." It vras
contended that the conviction was bad for duplicity on the
giround thail the statute created two distinct offences in
driving recklessly-and at a speed dangerous to the public-
but the Divisionai Court (Lord Coleridge, Avery, and Salter,
JJ.) heid that the driving the car was an indivisible act
which might constitute both offences charged and they dis-
rnissed the appeai,
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