
GOWANS v. CROCKER PRESS CO.

It wue argued that there was a right of appeal to a I)ivisional
Court under sec. 34 (1) of the Act; but the appeat there con-
tearplat-ed is from an order, determination, or judgx ent of a
Burroga-te Court which, is 8harply contrasted with the right given
by suh-sec. 5 to appeal fromn any order, decision, or determ ination
of the Judge of a Surrogate Court on the taking of accounts.

The fact that a right of appeal is given by sec. 69, sub-sec. 6,
from the order of the Judge dealing with the claim upon its menite,
and that no funther or other right of appeal 1$ given, precludea
the idea that it was the intention of the Legisiature that there
should be an appeal fromn n erely interlocutory orders.

The appeal here was not f rom the order directing the hninging
ofan action in the Supreme Court for the establishm ent of the

clainL-for the n aking of such an order îs obligatory when it ie
dieùred by either party, but it was froni the termeB and conditions
which the Judge had seen fit to ùrpose. As there wae no riglit of
appeal, it would not be proper to iscuss the propniety of the terme
un-oe(.

The appeal should be quashed with costs to be paid by the
appellant to the respondent.

RIDDICLL, J., agroed with MIDDLETON, J.

L,âTcHFORD, J., agreed in the resuit, for reasons stated in
writing.

MERIEDITH, C.J.C.P., read a dissenting judginent.

Appeal qua8shed (MEREDITH, C.J.C.P., diuenting).

8ucom)» DivisioNAx. COURT. OCToBEn 3laT, 1919.
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PromuasorY Note--Action in County Court upon Note for $200
plus Intere8t and Notarial Fees--Note Made by Defendanta
and Held btj Plaintiff-Prot"t' Unnecessary-Bill8 of Exchange
Aci, 8ecs. 109, 186 (2)-Action of Proper Competc.e of
Düvison Court-C osta--Scale of Cosis-Appeal.

Appoal by the defendants from the judgmnent of the Cnty
Court of the County of York ini faveur of the pla.intiff in an action
upon a pron.ïssory note.


