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n. s • Dixon. J. 

6c,j 26 Jt.P-. 21+5 s·everal charges wer heard tog ther against several 

defendants who re sev rally convicted'. Tb Court of ~u ns 

Bencb in granting ·a rule n1s1 upon another point refused to include 

the ground that the charg s should have b n beard separataly. 

Cockburn C1.J;. said •~hat proceeding as not intended to depr1v 

1eacb of th t stimony of the others but was thought to b a 
-
•convenient t~od od disposing of tha hola matter and it does 
.... 

"hot appear that lt as objected to•• Crompton J said •As 

•regards the ~ry1ng of all these peopl together that does not sho 

•a want of jur1sd1ct1on. It w-s thou&ht to be ora convenient to 

•ao so and there was no application that ach should be taken 

•separately.' Blackburn J. concurred. 

In alls V Cheyney (1871) ,6 J..P? 4 198 several 

p rsons w re charg•d in on information with c mm1tt1ng an offence 

severa,lyi. Thay took no obJection -and their cas s wer heard 

together, but they er convicted severally. Upon a case stated 

the convictions were upheld. The question in the sp c1al case was 

wbather tb obJection was good' that tbe offanoes, if any, were 

•s veral and coulq not be the subJ et of one information•. Upon 

rhis question the propn•,t of h arlng t~a Datendants• cases 

together depended. 

Cockburn C.J·. said that •1t might have been a good objection but 

•tha only consequence wtuld bave been that a separate ~nforrnat1on _ 

"would bave bean issued agains.t each of the persons. It was at most 

•an irregularity .~bat could b waived and was so waived,• 

In Beg v Sturt (1876) 2 V.L.R. (1) 10; the Supr me Court 

of Victoria (Stawell O!.Ji. F llows and St ph n .jtJ) refused to quash 

convlctions upon separate informations because the charges ere 

beard togetb.e. The offence charged appears to have bean Joint 

V Darllngto~ 24- V·.L.R·. 667 5 A--.L'.R. C .n.514- Holroyd J. upheld 

convictions upon separate informations blch w re beard together 

although the offences were several when the guilt or innocence 

of the accused turned u on the same facts. In t 
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