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Their Lordships are not satisfied in this case as to the form
in which the eertiticate for feave to appeal is framed. It ix
alleged to bhe based on two different grounds @ the one 1s & question
of fact as to amount and the other o question of opinion. as 1o
whether vr no discretion shoull be exercised.  So far as relates
to the question of fact it appeirs to be faulty, for the awount
in dispute 15 not suflicient. Mo [ar as it velates to a guestion of
opinion the matter is not made plain, as it ought to be, upon
the certificate that the discretion was nvoked and the diseretion
was exercised.  Their Lordships will say no more about the
certificate except agam to point out that they think it of the
utmost importance that these certificates, when it is suggested
that they are made 1 exercise of the discretion conferred, should
make plain upon thetr face that the discretion has in fact been
exercised.  l'or the rest, they think that the special circum-
stances of this case enable them to advise His Majesty that
special leave to appeal should be granted, but of course a Petition
must. be lodged for that purpose.
(C 2043—37 1)
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