
ALLIN v. PLACEV.

OCTOBER 12T11. 190î.

DIVISIONAL COURT.

ALLAN v. PLACE.

A4lpe4l to Diisiona ('ourt-County Cout 4pca-T;n-
L.?livery of Judyment Appealed ayainst-Daih' uf Nli

Motion by plaintif! to quash an appe-al by dofondant f roin
tbe. juidgiiient of the Cotunty Court of Wulland iipon an iii-

te.-rple!ader isuon the ground that thie applwal was nlot
s-et downvi for llw first sitfingsý of a Divh,ionail Court uill-

mencliig "aft-i the e'cpiraionof one mionthl f roi tlie jltdÏ-
ment, order, or deiincoaplained of,*' a., prescrihed lwv

mec. 57ý if thcunt Courts AXct, P. S. 0. 1897 ch. 55.

ci., IL. Kilmer, for plaintiff.

H. Mcafor defendant.

'lho juidgment of the Court (MULOCK, C.J., ANGLIN, J.,

CLUTE-, J.), was doiivered by

ANGLtNi-, J. :-The interpicadler issue was tried in1 the
~onyCourt inl .June, and judgînei(nt wa> reered o date,

bslig 'flxed( for its deiivery. Susqe tlyth County Couirt
Jundge haddthe record to the clurk of th(, Court, wvith ani
inilorseiinent of hiî findings, dated I7th July, y7

,[he niateril do i ot disclo-se iipon what day th, Iwg

gave the, record szo inodto t-ho clurk, but it wassac
lit )ni. that thiis ocurdon th- 12111 or l3th Sepluilibcr
I.at. At ai] events, thw ilerk first notitie dfedat' so-()
(,fors of 1 )jthe ' dgiunt on 1 3(h Septembur, mind thcy were iln-

Ntîee( of apelwas sevdon 23rd Stenr1ndthe ap-
.eai was diuly set d1o\%n for the October sittings of the Dîvî-
sional Couirt.

In Faiwkes; \. Swayzie, 31 0. R. 256, Arînour. C.J. de-
Iivering the, judgment of a Divisionai Court, saidoitr
nt p. 261, ini di-( issing -,e. 57 of the County CourtsAt


