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of appeal must be given within four days
after the decision appealed from, unless the
time is enlarged. When such notles is given,
as for want of the Opportunny of full con-
gideration it generally is, no time is Humited
within which the p‘;rty must proceed to
prosecute his appeal

In the Probate Court application for leave
to appeal from an interlocutory decree or
order must be made within a month after the
delivery of the decree or order, or within such
emmrgr‘d tine as the Conrt may direct; and
it may be doubtful whethor any time is
limited for appealing from final decress or
orders.

In the Divores Court, the
Judge Ordinary to the full court must bhe
filed wishin three months from the date of
the decree appealed from; and that to the
House of Lords, whether from the full court
or from ths Judge Ovdinary, within one
monib,

Appeals from the Court of Admiralty muat
be fonnded either on wnotice given to the

registror immediately after the delivery of
the judgment, or upon & declaration, cailed a
}’fsot\mm of ‘Lppbal, made befors a nofary and
witnesses within fifteen days, and mush be
prosecuted by presenting a petition of appeal
to your Majesty in Council within one year
from tha date of the sentence ot decree appeal-
ed from.

As to security for the costs of appeal:—

In the Court of Chancery none is required
beyond a deposit of 204 wish the 18131%"'4,
when the petition is for rehearing of a decree
or decretal ovder.  Upon interlocutory appeals
no (;‘egmslt ig made. In she Courts of Com-
mon Law, every appellant (in an appeal tech-
nically so called) and every defer in an
action who brings error is 1eqw:zrm to give
sabsmntial ] esty; but o plaintiff
who is also g T frwm 1no security.
In the Court and Divorce no se-
curity for coste is tal but the general
orders of the Huuse of Lords reqw iiﬂ
appellants to that tribunal to enter into th
SWTL TOCORT without L’leetuuﬂ, for a—OOl.

appenl from the
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Ap'onh.mi‘s the Conrp of Admiralty, if
resv‘ﬂnt oub of the jurigdiction of the Com"
ay be reguired o give bail in 3000 if

Wlmm the e no security.

In the buu"" of Chaneery and the Probate
Court an appeal does not operate as a stay of
execution urless the Court, upon a spacial
dppii\f&tlﬂﬁ, so directs. 1o the Divoree Courd
it does, practically, so operate. In the Courts
of Common Law appeal or error operates
always as 2 smy of execution ag soon as
security is given. In the Courtof Admiml‘cy
an appeal 1s foﬂowcd as of course, by an
inhibition, which has the same effoct.

Court oF APpPEaL.

For these various and diccordant systems

of apneal we recommend the substitution of

the scheme embodied in the following sugges-
tions

Constrrurion or Court.

First, we propose that in the place of the
Court of Exchequer Chamber, and of the
Court of Appeal in Chancery, both which
Courts, ag now constituted, would cease to
exist, there shonld be establishe d, a8 a pard
of the Supreme Court, a Court of Appeal,
consisting of—

The Lord Chancellor,

The Lords Juvslicm

The Mastar of the l olls, and

Three cther permanent Judgzes, with

Three of the Judges of the Supreme Court

to be nominated annu: ally by the Orown;

an additional Vice-Chancellor being substitat-
ed, as a Judge of First Insmm‘ﬂ, for the Mas-
ter of the Rolls. The Court of Appeal thus
constituted should be empowered to ait either
as a full gourt, or in divisiong, but the num-
ber of Judges sitting togather in any division
ought never to ha less than threo. The Judges
of the Conrt, other than the nominated Judges,
should fﬂ»:f:w,vs form a majority of the Courk

We propose further, that to this Cowt an
appeal should lie from ali T've’f ents, decress,
rules, and orders, in s suits ¢ eed ings nok
mrimly eriminzﬂ, of any division or Juow of
the Saprems Court, with cermm ox'*f'phmlfe
which we shall torwards speeify. It ma
hereafter deserve consid ’\rfﬂ‘ a, after ez\pem-
ence of the working of $he Court thus consti-
tated, whether its dacisions may not bs made
final, unless leave to appe m them be
given, either by the Court it or by the
ITouse of Lords. In the mesntime, we recom-
viend that there should be a right of appeal to
the House of Lords.
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A direct appeal to the Eiz uge of Lovds,
without going through she Court of “g peal,
might, we think, be ali mneu m all coses in

law would lie
respondent con-
but not

which an appeal on matter of
t’ne Court of Appeal) i Lhn
course being
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tihink the right of appesal oughb o he subject
wre the fullowing: judgvmims decrees, or

ovdars ﬁ)zm’ ed upon and spplving the verdict

of a Jum; # the verdict of o udfre discharg-
ing the § mut“ms of a jury f\u_gm nok to he
appealable, exospf: wpon maiter of law. In-
tarlocu y orders, n made by any division of
the Supreme Court, consisting of three or
more Judwo« shnu]ri not be qppefﬂ able, ex-

spb in case of difference of opinion among
the Judges, or by special leave of the Court;
aund, if made by any divigion or judge with
respech to any quaestion of procedure or prac-
tice, as to which the Court or Judge had
power to make the order, should be appeal-
able only under such regulations as may be
made by General Orders. As a general ruale,
wo appeal should be allowed as to costs only.

The time of appealing from interlocutory
orders made in the progress of a suit, before
the final decision upon the merits between
the parties, ought to be regulated by general




