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[TYSER, C.J. anp FISHER, J.]
April 16, 1913,

POLICE
v.
PARASKEVA GEORGHI AND ANOTHER.

CRuINAL PROCEDURE—MAGISTERIAL COURT—-SUMMARY JURISDICTION-—CHARGE
¥OT WITHIN THE CyPRGS CoURTS OF JUSTICE OrDER, 1908, ScREDULE 1, Panr 1—
CoNSENT—CONVICTION OF OFFENCE WITHLN SUMMAKY JURISDICTION WITH CONSLNT,

The Appellants were brought before a Magisterial Court charged with larceny and
unlawful possession of some rafters the value of which was not stated in the charges.
They consented to be tried summarily and pleaded nol guilly. The evidence for the
prosecution showed that the value of the ruflers was more than £2, bul after some evidence
for the defence had been heard the churges were modified (without auny formal emendment
being made) so as {o reduce the value of the subject mutler of the charges lo under £2.
The Court convicled the Appellants.

Herp: That the convictions were bad inesmuch as the consent of the Appellants
to be tried summarily had been given in respect of offences which il was nol comprient
Sor the Court to try summarily and no consent fo be dealt with summarily hed been
giten by them in respect of the offences of which they had been convicled.

[TYSER, C.J. axp FISHER, J.]
April 27, 1914,

Heirs oF HAJI CHRISTOFI TZINGO
v.
CONBTANTINO HAJI TZINGO.

PracTicE—ORDER XXII, RurE 6 REFEREE—REPORT—APYFLICATION FOR
JUDGMENT.

The Plaintiffs brought an action against the Defendunt which was referred {0 a
referee who duly filed a report.  Upon the hearing of an upplication by the Plaintiffs
Sor judgment in accordance with the report, the report was read in the presence of the
advocates for the parties, and no objection being raited by the Defendant’s advocate
judgment was given in uccordance therewith.

The Defendant appealed against the judgment alleging that the repart dealt with
malters not included in the reference.

Hevp: That having failed to raise any objectton on the kearing of the application
Jor judgment he was precluded from raising the question of the validity of the report
on appeal.

[TYSER, C.J. anp FISHER, J.]
December 4, 1914,
AGATHI APEYTOU
v,
JOSEPH PRINCE.
PRACTICE—JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT-—APPLICATION TO SET ASIDE-—APPEAL—
Orpeer X1V, RuLE 4—0OroER XVII, RoLe 1.
The Plaintiff sued the Defendant to recover a sum of money. At the hearing before

the District Court the Plaintiff failed to appear, and judgment was given for the
Defendant diamissing the action with coats,



