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142). But in this connection again the control of the jury over
the resuit is often merely nominal.

As to the functions of court and jury in determining whether
inaccuracies in the notice were prejudicial to the defendent, see
ante, vol. 39, PP. 147-150.

26. Appointment of' assessors.- Notwi th stand ing that the English
Act merely provides that assessors may be appointed "for the
purpose of ascertaining the amount of compensation," 'Mr. R{ueg
(Empl. L. p. ý27) thinks that it wvas really intendcd that thîe
assessors shoulci serve the same purpose as assessors in County
Court actions generally; that is to say, they are to -ive such adice
and assistance as persons of skill and experience in the matter to
w~hich the action or matter relates " are qualified to -ive. If thi.,
conjecture is well-founded the same construction would be l)lacedl
on the similar langyuage of the Caniadiati and Australian Acts.
But so far as judici al authority goes, the point is apparently still
an open one.

27. Questions whlch may be revlewed on appea.-In England an
appeal from a County Court to the High Court is only allowed on
questions of law. See Ruegg on Empi. L. p. 147. It is a condition
precedent to the righit of appeal that the question on whicli it is
desired to appeal should have been raised before the County Court
judgre (a) ; and that it should have been raised at or irnmediately
after the appeal (b).

As the American statutes contain no specific provisions affect-
ing the procedure on appeal, the actions under thern are in this
respect governed by the same rules as actions at common law.
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(a) Rhodes v. I.i-vcrPOt) ('0-metGo 4 C-.P-.D) 425 ; /arkson v. 1urzv'
g Q. B D. 386 : (k v. G,,rdwi,, 6 1 L. J. Q. B- 4 4 5 ;A/Ilmac</ v. I/kr(Q. 1. 1). î588,;
78 L.T Journ. 3q.

(b) A request made t0 the' judge an hour and a halfafrer the trial wa% con-
cluded lias been held to have been t00 ]aie. I>i<rpan/ v. Caririrh/. .j C.P.D. 13q.


