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CIRCUIT COURT.
MontreaL, November 23, 1878.
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CURRENT EVENTS.

ENGLAND.
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policemmy :W. The facts were ag follolivs: O‘K
» Bamed Hughes, illegally obtained a

warrant for the arrest of a man named Stanley,
without exhibiting any written information
upon oath of the alleged offence at the time of
obtaining the warrant. Hughes arrested Stanley
under the warrant, who was brought before the
magistrates ; where he raised mo objection
against the jurisdiction of the magistrates or
the legality of the warrant, not being aware of
the illegality. Here Hughes gave evidence
against Stanley (who was convicted and sen-
tenced to imprisonment with bard labor), in
the course of which he committed sundry
perjuries, for which he was afterward indicted
and convicted. He then raised the ingenious
objection, that, the magistrates having had no
jurisdiction to hear the case by reason of the
illegality of the warrant, any false swearings
committed by him during the proceedings
were not perjuries in the legal sense of the
term. The case (Reg. v. Hughes) was twice
argued, at first before five judges, and after-
wards before ten. Nine of the judges have
pow concurred in sustaining the conviction of
the perjurer ; and, after hearing the arguments
upon which they decided, we are rather dis-
posed to wonder that the case should at first
have been thought so difficult. They held
that & legal warrant was not necessary to give
the magistrates jurisdiction ; in a word, that the
warrant is merely a process to compel the person
accused to appear, not the source ot the juriss
diction to hear his case when bhe docs appear.
We cannot but be very glad that tne court
found themselves able to sustain the conviction
of Hughes; for the perils of the public would
be visibly increased if a policeman, by sur-
reptitiously obtaining an illegal warrant, could
put a prisoner in much the same peril of being
gent to prison as if the warrant were legal,
while the policeman himself obtained carte
blanche to commit as many perjuries as he
chose without any fear of legal consequences.—
Law Times. ’

Costs.—They seem to have a great deal of
trouble about « costs” in England. ¢ A chan-
cery lawyer " writes to the Témes, that after a
property has been gold in chancery, and
nothing remains to be done but to tax the costs
and divide the purchase-money—among the
parties, we infer—it is three months before the
costs can be taxed. So great is the gain of



