|-

1N THE SUPREHE COURT O S1eiA Li0HE
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BETY¥RLN
WAL B, TR LS APEFELLANT,
AND

noxy J. o HAalls

Oon 19th December, 1977 the Court of Appeal refused

leave to appeal to the Supreme Court {Fy

the -app].icmlt herein
against an order of the Court of Appeal dated 12th July,
1977 dismissing the applicant's appeal apganinst aun order

By Hotice of B
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of the High Court dated hthh May, 1976, .
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to this Court fur Speclal leave to appeal teo tho Supre

Court,
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j Learned Counsel Cor the appllecant raised the !
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felloewing yuestions of law, vhich he sulbunitted ouprht i
to be submitted Lo Lthe Suprowme Counrt for doterminationi= |
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('1,,1) Where the Lipgh Court or a Judge thereol

Leave Lo appeal pursnant toe an application
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pront iug Jeave Loosol applicant to appeal agalnst ‘nl‘;‘?,{l
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Lis vwnn valing, qand dn doing 2oy, acbted vithin the lpjd
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I powers canforeed upon him by rection j(»(1)(b) ol 3';'{
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Rules, or assuned to himself new power which express-—
ly talken away from him by Ehe said liuwle 10 ox/*\nny
other eunaclbment, is the Order granting such leave to
appeal void so as to deprive Lhe Conrt of Appeal of
any jurisdiction to entertain the appeal? If not
Itas the Court of Appeal any right to ignore thie - ‘
existence ol the Order cven though there has not
beea an appesal against it?

(iv) In the instant case, the Court of Appeal
Lhaving entertained and datermined an appeal agaiust
the Opder of Williams J. dated the 13ith day ol HMay, M

1976 wholly selting aside his own order dated 5th

appeal against his (Williams J) interlocutory order

May 1976 which had granterd the appellant leave to
of hth May, 1976, can it thereafter say it had no !
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jurisdlction to entertain the appellant's appeal

agninst the substantive order of hith May 19706 in &1’*
the same matter? “"ﬁ.
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Tu our opinion the ques tions raised are ol general

importance., VYe aceordingly Frant the applicant special

R: leave fa appeanl ag:linét the Order of the Court of Appeal

dated 12th Jaly, 1977 ln respect of Lhe four questions

{ of law raised,.
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