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THE QUKEN ts. JOSEPH CHASSOX. 41

Wbtmokk. J. agrees with His Honor's judgment on the trial for recoiviag

one of fl. Tr ."
'"^''^ *"^' '^^^^^^^ «Pi«i»« "Pon the poiSt." Aon of the pubhc however, in deferential opposition to His Honor theChief Justice. Ihav. fully considered the question as before referred toand for the reasons there offered have not the remotest doubt that the

that His Honors reversing judgmaat is agaiast law. The evidence

SIZJlTT'T''''' *" ^ ^bbery committed at Youn;'::Robins with others whose names were not given on the trial the evidence being as separately directed upon Chasson only a. if all the others

that the Chief Justice should treat the matter, in his judgment, as ifZ
17 '"'^^^''r

''' ^"^"^ •''*^° «^^--' -* including robb^a^d as no hy tKepnsoners where no prisoner was named but Josel'O^asson alone, and this mistake is carried out with effect again^tSer^ephonof such evidence by confounding Chasson who did Z. otherswh^.,.,committ robbery and confusing the matter in such a w"hat His Honor could not indeed see the connexion
; but if the subjj

8 as palpable as the link in a chai... Does His Honof consider thatthere IS any connexion between cause and effect ? between the dischargeof a loadcHi gun and the carriage of that change ? If so there is eq3connexion between the robbery ac^«a% oo„.„».-«.^, the complaint oJ^The warrant for apprehension, a delivery thereof to the sheriff who^officers in going to execute it, are resisted and kiUed by the robberthey are all connected and parts of the same transaction, ahd it matrrs'not whether the parts be contemporaneously, successively or re^"spectively connected, the principle and effect are the same. N sednghis connexion which His Honor says he does not, may be account d^rn His Honor's "not particularly considering the case" or « wishingYoexpress any decided opinion upon the point." For the betW undetanding of the matter, however, it m.y be observed that the many casesm the books are presented in three classes; 1st. Where a criLtcharged in the indictment is the cause of the one charged in the indictment-the pr6of of the first tending to .how guilt/llie a^amoUve tn the second .^ in the many cases before r'ef6rr^tlfhe noteto ^seo^sGr.^^nal E^idenc., ^, 92. and as in this c^e. aid wJe ea crime not charged in the indi,itm6nt is a co„Wnn»„..«..f:! _ .
'^

If one transaction with the crime charged in "the k'dlcim^^trandlenr.ing to show guilty knowledge and motive in it as in m., v. iff^e B &


