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At the conclusion of the argument, the judgment of the Courtwas deplivered bY MEREDITH, C.J.C.P., Who said that objectioni
was taken to, the application on the ground that an application
had been previously miade to, and refused by a Judge of the High
Court Division.

Notwithstanding, but subject to, the objection, the applica-.
tien had been heard, and it had been very fully discussed. ini ail
iLs phases; indeed, counsel for the applicants had been heard upon
it as fully as if it were really an appeal, not merely an applicat ion
for lenve to appeal.

As the applicants had failed to make out any case uponi the
mierits, iL iniglit not lie necessary to, consider the interesting
questions discussed as to the effeet of the recent legisation-
whether or Dot successive applications for leave to appeal miglit
lie made, and, if so, to what extent an application such as this
wouild be ini substance an appeal to this Court from the order
of the Judge refusing a previous application for leave, and so
wvould not lie anything extraordinary, although without 8uch
1lg;iiation it might, be se considered. See Ex p. Ste venson,
[18921 1 Q.B. 394, 609; Pte Central Bank of Canada (1897), 17
P.R. :395~. But an application te a Judge of the High Court
DIivisioni after a refusaI by this Court would secm to lie out of
the question.

Ali the members of the Court thought that, upon the merits,ne case for leave to appeal hiad been made out, and the motion1
shouldl be dlisposed of on that ground, without real considerationi
of aily of t he questilons arising eut of the recent legisiation.

Tho applicants soughit in the winding-up proceedings te lie
paid, eut, of the assets of the bank, $3,000 each and interest;
Lthe 83,0M0 being the prie paid by each of them for stock iii a
brerwing emaysckin reýspe(ct of which, they became active
directors in the. management of Lbhe concern, upon which they
received dividlends, which, as directors, they took part in declar..
ing. 'ie substance of their claùnms was, that thieir payments for
the stock were obtained by fraud-against which tie bank's agent,
at the finie when the transaction took place, oughit te have pro-
teetoed thini; andi that the banik rceived and had the benei(fit of
thieir mnoney se ob)taLii(ed.

The story of the. claimiants was an extraordinary one>; the.
clainis were stale diaiim; flhe transactions took place about 13
years ago, and the applicants admitted knowledge of thec grounids
of thvir ciairns, nom, made, as long aige as 1910. [The learned
C'hief Justice referred te ethoiir circunstances and facts shewn liy


