
38q.
REX V. CIJAPPUS.

<COaU K » and A. G. liosl,, for the defeUdants.

Ra ey K.C., for the cormPlainatk5 oultd that the

Lts having appealed fromi the el cctoul otb

on a motionl to quâfsh.

ERL/iNI) J, in a written judgmaeut, Said ta the defen&

ved a notice of appeal frein the couVleo bte roe

Court; and on the 4th Jau&Y, 1917, the j Udge presîdiflg

5llrt uMid te apea with costs, ou the IrQu£ld that

mpropely launched, " mieamîng therebY, t' as hc, w0 ~e agre

Sdefenidants had failed to give the seu5 t

y wider the statitte.

le&iied Judge referred te secs. 2 and 4 of the Petty Tres-

t; sec. 10, sub-secs. 1 and 3, Of the OtToSJIUS"

ions Act, R.S.O. 1914 ch. go-, and sec. 1122 of the Crial

ind said that, le f elt obliged to give effe oteo3cif

iiiss tlie motîon. If there had been a hecariug befoIre the

iCout it would have beeu open bO the applicaUts to have

hei several objections tw the on1hO bef01re the Judge

ýQurt; and that waý the foruim cont,mpiîted and provided

Act. It was their own f auit tha~ they did not , by per-

their security, avail themnseives of their' riglt of aPPeal'

Iad doue soit would bave af!orded an ad*341Ite renmedY, or

7'ent8 it coul d nyetj b said that it 1 ,ould flot:' Rex v,.Keni

28 O.L.R. 441. BD59 OOO

,rence ho Ex p. Brad1augh (1878), 3 Q... 509; 417, 443;

>f Australasia v. Willan (1874), L.R. 5P.. 417 44.Coo

v. Washinghon (1881)y 46 IJ.C.PR- 221; exrit VCas.O

18 O.L.R. 415; Ex p). CowaU (1904) ' 9 Call. Crm

Ep. Roy (1907), 12 Ca». Crui. Cas. 533; ReJ- V. Carter

26 Cari. Crin. Cas. 51.


