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REX v. WILLISON.

Criminal I4tu-Plroedur0--Moikmo to Quash Police Magistrat4
Conviction for V'agranqy-R ides of 1908 Mfade pursuant
Crimiiia Code-Rule 1985-Motion not Mode Re1urnaý
within 6 M<mihs afler Contictiom-Fatal Objection.

Motion by Barbara E. Willisoei to quash a conviction record,
againest lier by George T. Denisoni, Police Magistrate for t,
City of Toronto, for vagrancy.

The defendant, in person.
T. P, Bremian, for the magistrate.

Lw4NOX, J., iii a written judgment, said that, several prelimai
ary objections were taken, the most fo)rmidab)le being thiat t
motion was too late. Rule 1285 (Rules of 1908, made pursua
to the Crimninal Code, and printed in Appendix II. to vol.
O.L.R.) provides that "the motion shaUl not be entertained uni(
the returniday thereof be 'ithin 6 months after the convicti
* . . , or unless the applicant i8 shewxi W have entered in
a rrgiace with one or more sufficient sureties in the ai

of $100 . . . or . - . to have made thiedepoqAt of t
like sum of $100, with the Registrar of the Court," etc.

If the motion had been made within the tine linited, t
applicant xnigbit probably have been relieved tc the extent
a}lowýing lier to give the necessary security now, and a prol
endorsement of the notice of motion, within the provisions
Rule 1281, might now be made; but, he motion being late, th<
wa8 no heilp for the applicant. Rule 1285 is clearly prohibit
if the notice of motion le not miade returnable within six mouti

Themoton ,shul bcdisissdbut there should be

Mt»rnLwrw<, J., INê C.'Iu>oFfas. MAY IST, M9
WILLL3GN v. WARD.

Malkioua Prose.uîion-Ia1se Iw3prisanmet-Action far--Ci
t*fi(n Standinp Unîwrevred-LDismi8sal of Actian as Fù
oind Vo'ewiiu-M.isconduct of Solicitor.

Motion for an order dimsigthe' action, on the groundj i
it wam frivolousand vexatious.
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