
time, ta continue bis warfaire on uoclety? In fot this one grest
remsn for ý%-he formation an'! growth of the crjinina classes?
Io not occiety justi0ied in protectig itaelf against this tremendous
menace by providing for the permanent segregation or impriuon-
tuemnt of the'incorrigible criminal? These ame questions which
deserve the most careful andl serious thought.ý-Hon. J, B.
Winslow ini Came anid Comment.

A curious situation wua revesled in a case which came hefore
the Court of Ctimins! Appeal st month. Upon an indictmnent
cbarging an appellant with féloniousiy having in his passession
withoot lawful excuse a mould for coining, a pies of guiity wus
entered, the appeilant ststing, when arraigned, that he had the
mouids in hi. possession. When calied upon to, stAte whether he
had anything to say why judgment shouid not b. pronounced,
the appeilant, for the first time, said that lie had possession of the
mouidfor tL~e purpose of making medals. Upon an appeal against
his convittion and sentence, the court held that the appeliant
had flot completed his pies, snd that the sentence passed was
therefore not a legal sentence, aad the inclictment was sent back
to the. Centrai Crhednal Court, in order that the appeilant rright
again b. caled upori to plead to it. At firot siglit, it rnight appear
that the. court had ini effeci sent the case back for a new trial,
to do whioh it hâe no power under tiie Criminal Appesi Act,
1907. It will b. seen, however, that thia was not the case, as
the. trial upon the. indietinent wae bsd ab initia, inasmuch as no
pies was properiy entered upon it, so that even the court of first
instance would have had power to re-try the case upon the same
indictraent.--L;w Tima.


