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province of 1R1Ova %Cotin.

SUPREME COURT.

Full Court.1 THE KING V'. WVIPPEP. [March 5.

Canada* 'e mpeoas~ c -utdto of provincial rnagisirates- Pawer
to adjour-n case-Service of sftminofs-Proof of, ,zot ,neeessa>y as a

Defendant %vas convicted before two justices of the peace for the
county of Kings of the offcnce of having unlawfully kept for sale in bis
hotel at K. in the said county, intoxicating liquors contrary to the pro-
visions of the second part of the Canada Temperance Act then iii force in
said couaity. The conviction was attackcd or the followiIig among other
grounds (i) Because the justices who mada the conviction were flot
clothed with jurisdiction by proper legisiative authority, to sit as a Court of
sumnary criminal jurisdiction. (2) Because the justices had no jurisdic-
tion to acljourn the trial from the hour named iii the summon5 to a later
hour of the same day, and iii so adjourning lost jurisdict:on. (3) I3ecause
the justices at the time they made the adjournment had io evidence before
them to prove the service of the summons.

Held,-r. The Provincial Legisiature having made provision for the
appointment of justices of the peace, and having conferred jurisdliction
upon therm to impose penalties and punishments for the enforcemenit of
provincial statutes, it was competent for the Parlianient of Canada by
statute to prGvide that punishments and penalties for the enforcemient of
laws of the Parliament of Canada might be recovered and inflicted befiore
these Courts.

z-The magistrates had jurisdiction and the motion to quash the con-
viction must be dismissed.

3. The justices having met at the hour apnointed did flot lose jurisdic-
tion by the fact of their having adjourned the 'earing until ai later hour of
the same day.

4. Proof of aie service of the sumrnons being a part of the hearing it
was flot necessary that the justices should have hau' such proof before them
as a prelimninary to making the adjouznrenit.

5. The delay in the hearing of the case frorn the hour of ten o'clock
in the morning until about two o'clock in the afternoon of the saine day
was flot unreasonable.


