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objection nt the trial should be taken as a waiver of any more strict proof
of the presentment.

- Appeal front verdict---of Cotunty--Couit Jttdge ini fa-vor or p1liht-11r
dismissed with costs. .

Ckh'eP, Q.C., and Hanuy, for plaintiff. Wison', for defendamt,

Full Court.] QuI&N 7). HAMILTON. 23

Crùiial /are- -Recognisance of bail- C&onifon la 'rppear for
Q,,*riei,, quasked and neW trial arden'd-, fstreatiftg $>î

The accused was convicted by a jury of a crirninal otin~.,t the
judge reered a case as to the admissihility of certain evidt w n
adrnitted, the prisoner ta bail. The condition of the recogniratice 'nterted-
into was that the prisnner would appear at the next sitting of the Co$urt to
receive sentence. Afterwards the Full Court quashed the convii,, n and
ordered a new trial. rhe accused did flot appear at the next si, and
proceedings were taken ta estreat the recognizance and for the colh i'uon of
the natned penalties.

IJeld, following Qileen v. Ui4//ee,, 1 C...NS 72, arnd Ç).?t'en v.
Ritrhie, i C.L.J.N.S. 272, that the condition of the recogtizaii,(- e 'ls fot
broken, a-id that the purpose of the accused's attendance bavin.,g failed. the
sureties were nat bound for his appearance. Roll of estreated rêecu,,,,atce
and fi. fa. issued thereon set aside.

Perdue, for the Crown. Joweil, Q.C., for the bail.

Full Court.] MtUSEN v. G. N. WV. C. R. Ce. 1e23,

Chose in>ai»-=dspmn-ih of a.sigse, flot À>uinK' nig
interet t sue -~ .4s.ig)evius Ae, R. S. J., c. i,. s. j.

judgt-nentaf uI)iuc, J,, notedAteP ~ 317 afirmiedwithfftý COý)ts.r
v. Bets(t8gs) 1 Q.11- 737, follo0wed. 1-Mmd v. iltAlpiue, s .1K j
distinguished.

Ikwel, Q.C., for plaintiff. Wikom.w, fur defendants.


