
he employer of the workman, unless notice thait injury lias
'een Suistainced is given within twelve wee(k,. andl thie action
i commeiicnced, within six inonths from thie occurrence of thie
ecidlent causing the injury, or in case of dleathi within twevlve
nontha. fromn the tinie of injury; provided aIwavYs tha t in cast,
f death the 'want of sucli notice shall be nio bar to thie an
enance of sucli action, il the Judge shall le (if opinion that
bere was reasnable excuse for sucli wanit of notice." Thvin
Pe. 13 (5) enacta as follows: "The want or isfii'c
f thie notice requîred by this section, or by sec. 9) of tis, Act.
hall not be a bar to the maintenance of ani acýtion for the
ecovery of compensation for the injury if thie Couirt or .1udflge
efore whiom such action is tried, or, ia case of appeal. if the
loiart hearing the appeal is of opinion that thee as reason-
hie excuse for sueli want or insufficiencY, andl thiat thie de-
pidant lias not; been thereby prejudiced in his de(fence."

Section 14ý goes stîi further, cnacting thiat if the defend-
nt " intends to rely for a defence on thie want of notice or
lie inisufflie.ncy of notice . . .hec shall, fot lers than
even days before the hearing of the action, or sucli othier
~ime as niay bie flxed by rules regulatinig the practice,..
ive notice to, the plaintif! of bis intention to rely on thiat
efence, and the Court n'ay, in its discretion. and upon01 such

ýrrns and conditions as xnay be just in thiat hehiaif,' order
nd allow an adjourniment of the case for the purpose of
uiabling sucli notice to, be given; and, subjeet to any sueh
3rnis and conditions, any notice given, pursuant to and in
emipliance with the order in that beluilf, shall, as to any such

' tion and for ail purposes thereof, bc heid to be a n~otice
iven pursuant to and ini conforxnity with secs. 9 and 13
! this Act."

The objeet of the notice is to proteet the employer agaînst
;aie or nxanufacturecl or ixnaginary dlaims and to give hini
rk opportunity while the facts are recent of xnsking inquiry
ito the cause and circumastances of the accident. The ser-
rai clauses which bear upon, the subject are ve' y lo-osely
tted together, but the stringency of the original provision
as been mucli relaied, and the injured workman is evidently
io ftrst object of the Legislature5 s care: cf. R. S. 0. 1887
h. 141, secs. 7, 10 (5) ; 592 Vict. ch. 23, secs. 12, 1:3;z and
5 Viet. eh. 30, secs. 9, 13 (5), 14, which. is now found as R.

(). 1897 ch. 160.

In order to justify the exorcise of the power to dispense
jtIh the notice of injury, etc., prescribed by sec. 9, it shouldi


