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free to send it to the condenser or flot as they may choSe on
Suxrday in ammer. Unfortunately ail are not equally fortunate
in respect to cool Wells of water;"nearness W other marketa or planta,
intelligent and cleanly families and ernployeeh and other a.dvantagea.
In the <laya when Sabbath observance was instituted in the
wilderneass thuêre was direct Divine provision miade not oxily to
imsure food in plenty but rest on the Sabbath as well, A double
portion had to be collected on the previouB day, for no marina waa
found on the Sabbath, but that gathered the previous day " did net
atink, neither was there any worma therein!' (Exodus: 16-4), as at
other times. Under the Christian dispensation we are Ieft to niake
our own rules for observance of the Lord's Day. The cows must
b. milked anid bacteria and acidity attack the niilk, ori that as or~
other days and we m»ust meet these conditions ne best we osai.
The Lord'a Day Act is intended Wo provida for thean.

Have the defendants shewn themselves to have corne within
the excaptions ini the Act in doing what they <id on June lot last?
Could net the Suxiâay milk be cared for on Moniday otherwise than
on other <laye of the week by min.g sweetened milk, cheese or
sonie other produot of itY To do tis the defendants would have
Wo establish an additional plant at a large expense and engage li
what would practically be another irrduetry. 1 do net think they
should be called upon toa do se. (See Rex v. iNews Pulp and Paper

T Co., 28 Osai. Or. Oas. 77.) Their produot seerns to be a puye and
nutritious one, being mUil uaialloyed with other ingredibnts. It
affords food suiitable alike for adulte and infants, for army and navy,
workers at home and abroad li forest or mine. It s iA;, whicb
the Act slows of being cared for on Sunday, even though it be
condonsed.

To sum up, 1 fard that thre work'done by defendants at their
faztory on June lot wae a "work of necessity" within the meaning of
sec. 12 ç.f the LÔrd's Day Act.

Maco that sucli work feil witbin sub-sec. (d) of said sec. 12 as
being work essential, t au indui3try of sucli a cwntiriuous nature
that it could net be ritopped without serious injury Wo such industry.

Also that sucli work was a 'I ariarg for milk " withiu, eub-sec. (m)
of %!6id sec, 12, and that said eub-section covers work by manu-
facture of tis character and net exclusively work by the producer
on faran or ini dsiry. The caring for cheese, a nranufactuxed article,
is provided for la the sanie sub-aection.

a Sub-eetion (r) referriag Wo the delivery of milk for dozneetic
use, etc., had, 1 think, ne application here.

It lias been stugeted that defendants conteznplate more
extensive Sunday work. Though there le noe actuali evidence of

'R.

u.i,..


