
ROSENBES r. ROSENBES.

.EREDITH, C.J.C.P., said that the opinion of the Court was
i case should be stated upon the f ollowng questions:-
) Whether there was a want of direction Iby the trial1 Judge
e jury, vitiating the verdict, in not pointfdly directing the
tion of the jury to the fact that, without the testimony of the
mn, there was no evidence Wo support a conviction, and to the
adictory statements made by her going Wo Phew that she
iot a credible witness.
ý) Whether there was misdirection or nondirection or both,>
~ing the veidict, in that part of the Judge's charge dealing
the evidence regarding getting the axe and the effect of that
nee, and in flot chargîng the jury as Wo the law respecting
ication or excuse in seif-defence.
Bnding the hearing of the case, execution of the judginent
e Court should be stayed; the time of execution should 1he
ioned for one cà1endar month.
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ROSENDES V. ROSENBE$ý.

almMotian for Leave té Appeai Io Supreme Court of Canada
rfter Time for Appealinq Expired--Opposite Party not Noified,
-Amount Involved In8ufide-ri-Eceptional Ci-rcumi4noeb
wt Shewn-No Reason to Doubt Correctness of Judgmola of
Ippellate Division-Delay in Mloving.

lotion hy the defendant for leave Wo appeal Wo the Supreme
Lo! Canada agaînst a judgment ini this action pronouneed

is Court on the 31st October, 1919 (17 O.W.N. 137).

bc motion was heardby MEITI, I CP, RxD»uuL,
FIFORD, MIDDLETON. and LENN'OX, Jj.
bc defedant, ini person, supported the motion.

,EREDITH, C.J.C.P., reading the judgment of the Court, sad
the application must be refused for these reasonsý--
No notice of it was given to the plaintiff.
The amount involved is not suficient Wo give a right of

J; and there is nothing exceptional in the case whicb would
,nt taJding it out of the class o! uinappealable css
There la no reason Wo doubt the correctnes.9 of the judgmnent.
T'here ha been too much delay in rnaking this application.

Motion rýf*ùaqd.


