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the ppliation special circurnstanccs rnust bce sho-wni an(1 that allegations that
there Lad been rnisdirection, and that the verdict w as against evidence or the

\Vei ght of evidence, Nvere not sufficient ground for granting the stay.

PIZM ýTICi'A PPIE AI iLXII'N S ION OF TIMI' FOR LNIERING '111E APPIl "

Ini Cvsack v. Londot &') N.111. Railuw'y Co. (i8gi), i Q.B. 347 the Court of
Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and Bowven and Frx', L.JJ.) inay be said to, have

given the finishing blow to the practice laid (1oN\vn by that Court in the tinie of
Sir George Jessel, as to the principles upon \vLich leave to appeal after the tirne

has expired rnay Le granted. The notion that ajudgrnent gave a party "a vested

lflterest," w hich coild not be (listurbec i uless the opposite party pror'eeded
Strictlý, according to, tLe Ridles, has noxv been pretty xvell demolished, and inay, wve

presurne, nowv Le consigned to, the limbo of discarcled judicial opiains. Iii this

Case application wvas mnade for beave to appeal in a Counity Court case after the

tlie hiad expired, and the I)ivisional Court (Pollock, B., and Charles, J.) refused
the application, considering that thev xvere botind by the viewv expressed by the

Court of Appeal in Collins v.,PadIdint'On, 5 Q.B.D. 368i, that there is a distinction

in the practice as to granting an extension of tirne according to xvhether the

a'pplication is made before or after judgment ; but Bowen, L.J., stated that that

case " belonged to a period in wvLich stricter views on this point Nvere held," and

that since that time erninent judges Lad one and A corne round to the conclusion

that in such a matter no bard and fast lune conld be laid down, but that each case

'flust Le considered solely on its merits. Hlere the slip xvas accidentaI on the

Part of the appellants' solicitor, and the leave \vas granted.

Ç"RIINAL LAW CONrC'CTION OF FALSE EV IDENCE TO DiE CIEL) ON AN ARBITIRATION- A'TEM"IPT TO

1>FRVEI(T THE COURSE OF JUSTICE.

Thbe Qucen v. Vrcanes (189i), i Q.B. 36o, wvas a case reserved for the Court for

Crowvn Cases Reserved. The prisonier xvas rndicted for liaving abstracted frorn a

bag a certain sample of wheat and substituted in its place another of a better

qualitY, with a view to its being produceci in eviclence before arbitrators in case

a'IY shoulci Le appointed Linder the contract for the sale and purchase of the wýheat

Of which the bag in question purported to contain a sample. The Court (Lord

Coleridge, C.J., and Pollock, B., Stephen, Chai-les, and Laurance, JJ.) Nvere agreed
that this xvas aIn atternpt to pervert the course of justice, and wvas a frand or
rheat at common law which constituted an indictable offence, n otwith stand iig

that the piece of evidence was not in fact used before the arbitrators ; and the

Conlvictio of the prisoner xvas therefore confirmcd.

MAIN IZANCIE -MUiUAL INSURA-NCE ASSOCIATLION ACTION BY PVERSON 13ENEF ICIALLX' INTERESTFD,

111 T NOT A P'ARTY TO I'OLICY.

lufoitgonterie v. United Kingdoin Mulual Steaiinshif A ssoct«atl'i (1891), rQB
37o, the plaintiffs xvere part-owners of a vesse] wvLîcL Lad been insured by another

Part.o)\\ner in bis own naine with a inutual insurance association of which he

Was aI member, and which association, accordiîîg to the terns of the mernoranl-

dOmf' association, ,vas forrned for the purpose of insuring,1 sLips of inembers,
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