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for every day’s default, and the defendants claimed that the
Proceedings were in the nature of criminal or penal procfed'
ings, and therefore that they were privileged from examind
tion for discovery, but the Court of Appeal (Lord Eshel
M.R.,, and Smith, L.J.), however, determined that the pro
ceedings were not criminal, and that as no penalty necesSémly
followed from the making of the order sought, but only as
consequence of the defendants disobeying it, and then only
in the discretion of the Court, if it should be satisfied that
disobedience was without reasonable excuse, that fact C.On—
stituted no ground for relieving the defendants from making
discovery.
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Dickins v. Gill, (1896) 2 Q.B. 310, was a prosecut
the Post Office Protection Act, 1884, sec. 7 (c) (Cr. Code 435
(c.),) against the defendant for having in his possessi”
“ without lawful excuse " a die for making a fictitious stamh
It appeared by the evidence that the defendant was the prer
prietor of a newspaper circulating among stamp COnectofs’
anq had caused a die to be made for him abroad, fror?
which imitations of a current colonial postage stamp cou it
made. The only purpose for which he had actually used
was for making on an illustrated catalogue illustrations$ 18
blaf:k and white, and not in colors of the stamp in questlona:
This catalogue was sold as part of his newspaper: 'On e
question stated by a magistrate as to whether this ewdence
showed “a lawful excuse,” Grantham and Collins, JJ- wer
unanimous that it did not. '
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H?Od Barrs v. Heriot, (1896) 2 Q.B. 338, is 2 case, judg“:f:
ﬁ..on,l its frequent appearance in the reports, in which the Pla;n
tiff is bound to settle the law on the liability of martied wor
as far as he possibly can. Having recovered judgment agamoﬂ
the defendant (a married woman) in the form gettled 1B S



