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for additional protection when reversing, ete., would 111; this

rather than diminish the danger. Any juryman acc_epa]ilth the
n

evidence would be wholly justified in refusing to jol
majority in a verdiet of guilty. i

Upon the jury, after many hours of considerall® ullty“
found in the condition mentioned, I took the verdict 0 5 Ariows
on count 64, and discharged the jury. Considering the Vof the
counts each as a separate indictment under sec. 85 .) 4 upo?
Criminal Code, I ordered the remaining counts to be i1 ander
Monday the 6th February, availing myself of my powers
sees. 858 and 960 of the Code. i trial;

An application is now made for a postponement_ of #¢
based in part upon an affidavit that it would be 11
obtain the necessary witnesses, and upon the groun 2 ial ne
convenience to which the defendants would be put bY "
week. : d by

I may say at once that I am not in the least_mﬂu:?c;ould
this affidavit—there is nothing to shew that the witness pext
be more available at any other time than they .wou ienced
week, or that the defendants would be more meo
(even if the latter element could be considered at 8-/, 1 an.d
firmly of the opinion, formed from many years’

fatioﬂ: bemg

pOSSlb 7

10
observé odi-

: i by as Sl
experience, that eriminal law should be administere what ,}S
{here 0 id

tiously as civil law, if not more so; and I a PRI ;
said in Rex v. Swyryda, 13 O.W.R. 468, at - 4\70.'N. ot D tems

in Re Davis and Village of Beamsville, 2 0 g0 greavt e
“It is, in my view, as truly, though perhﬂps‘ oy s olays’ art
injustice to delay as to refuse justice. The law ag DO

y an .
become a proverb, and they should be made as few the Kine
¢ e I‘llle fOr o

as possible. Magna Carta still stands as the ru pabims =
and the King’s Justice— Nulli vendemus, m}lh ne,fe 2 n'onl
differemus, rectum aut justiciam’—to none Will ‘V(.:bin’ pimin?
will we deny or delay, right or justice”—’ﬂﬂd this
as well as in civil cases. e irﬂporwﬁlat
But there is another consideration of very gva a551268 ; it
It was strenuously contended before me # 2 jo Ra
the legislature of the province has placed in W2, el
way and Municipal Board (by statutes 6 Edw. etefmin § 17
amending Acts) the exclusive jurisdietion to Yoo 01- s
matters as are in controversy in this Procecdm%ﬂ, . 3 ,riS’
(3) of the original Act of 1906, viz., 6 Edw. <clusiv -uriS'
specially referred to: ‘‘The Board shall hzwc“;] whi u
diction in all cases and in respect of all matters o ] Ac
diction is conferred on it by this Act or by b

R




