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fitmiliar whih the depesitions taken by ordinary justices of the
peace in places outside of Toronto, he ivould be surprtsed, ini the
finit place, te flnd. that many cf.these men wverc ever appointcd

ma~stat~,and secondly, that the eviden-ce as taken by some of
tiii!n should be P.llowtd te be read in any court, although in somec

1ac have found the depositions fully and carefully ta',i ci ovi.
,-v-nture te say there is ne police court rnanaged so successfully,

1 usti&e adrnikstered more thoroughly and irnpartially than iii
iFnto, andi ini this com me ndation, I include the Police NLgisLratý-,

01,- City Croen Attorney, and the officers of the court. But the
fi-t defect is the method of taking down the evidence, wvhich is

siply tarcical. This must be the case, considering the iinentso
Onlm f business wvhicli these gentlemen have to do every cia>,

(; ffic veek. But for the statutory requirernent, and so far as
pr.ictical resuits are concerned, the evidence hecard by a magistrate

fllnot be taken down at aIl. If taken dewii for the purposes
o, mec Assizes or Sessions, then it ought te, be faken down cerrect>',
andi the enly, way it can be se talken, wvould be by shovthandc,
wiiich is semetimes done in serieus cases. Hewevur, 1 need
uIt Liscuss this, as the objections I made ini a former issue have
Yct tc be answvered, before any further comment ks nccessary, and
1 instance the leading magistrate's court iii the Province only to
illuwtuatc the truth of what ks urged herein on this point.

Section 5 of the Bill, repeaing s. 593 ef the Code, is retrogres-
* .~c, and smacks et the spirit ef the Star Chaniber. Why should

Ilut every person \vho knovs anything et the tacts be calied, if
* nccssary, by the unagistrate ?Ï Is it te be part of our Canadian
* law that a man shaîll bc counmitted for trial on a distortecl or

p)îrtial, version of the tacts, or on a cdncealment et part of the
tth? It ks as much the duty et the Crown to put forward aIl the
inaterial tacts bcaring upen the case, as it is to adducc those only
wlîich show guilt. lIn addition te this, everyene knows that since
tliv amieudment alewing the accused te produce witnesses before
Ilir magistrate on a prelimninary investigation, the Courts have
h.eîî relieved frein the heariuîg of a nuunber ef teurnpery cases
which were largely the result ot spite or misa ppreliensien, and se,
ru.'ilily explained before the magistrate that the), %vent no further.

ln the great bulk of cases cf a commercial character under the
C!' minaI. Code, explanations before the magistrate are generally


