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the verdici, as in iZ&r. v. Ai«, R. & R. Cr'own caROR iq-> »K»- v
tiflU fi,„*^ „ui. L -i

vrown caRes, id^ where it waaheld ihat al hpuph ,t appear, upon a case reserved that evidence wasadmitt^ at the t^rial which, ought not to have been received Yer"he Judges are of op.nipn that, after rejecting the improper evidencthere was a.ple to support the conviction, they wiU not^t S
ohwLT ""^1 ^" '""^^ ^^ '^' ^'^^ J«««<='> »" to the effect ofobj^ted evidence, and the other evidence being ample without it, and

this Court! I *"
'''' rf? ""°'''"« *''>'^«'- -^ P'-t'- ofthw Court, ,t was no ground for disturbing the conviction. Then as to

"Zf of Tr"" "-^ '^ *^"'^' *° ^°"«"« *h« P'OBecutor to theproof of one felony or to allow him to give evidence of other act,
" wbch were aU parts of one transaotion." So it was contended TheCrown counsel that the felony committed here was a part of the tnu,s^!

WUTT 7 """'"' '"'^"" '" ^^- - ^^"''-/before cited,
1874 where the offences were no way connected, and attempts of utter^ing false com had gone so far. B..ckb.k.. J., reserved the pTint on thatacoaunt and reported to the Court that he had no doubt that the evi-deuce of the other pretences had much weight with the jury. It bein*

Sth^":^ «•
"'^^""*"*^"' '"' conviction, but it was there

»riRo
^ o<5- offence, no ^ay connected could be rUiyed against the

prisoner an4. iher^fbre. it became the established practice otlhe Cour^to admit suph ev,deuc, generally. So that in every view the Chief
Justice was right in his discretion for receiving the eviienc. at the trial^en some queshons ^or the public to think of. Was npt' the Judge's

ofL? otherfour,questions (Wktmobb, J. 3) upon which the majority

anV^it"!'" r^.''r"^""°"^'
Looking at the law from Stirkie

olS- t^'nl ;r^ "^'"^ "^'^^^ ''''^y'^'' ^t be doubts! that iVcame within the Ch,ef Just ce's discretionary pow.r to reject the ques-
tj^on,putto8e.w^ll.to Younga,d the rejections as to tje purpe'rof
the Pnscmew going to Albert's house, and'as to what the peopleTaid in

^tii^^h J^.
'^^^".^ *»>«* ^^ these questions^ipr perty2«un the Judge's discretionary power ? Have not the public as much

Jp^edi^ret^onary adjudications as to his administration of any partof the law ? Can the trial Judge, month, after the cin^umstances of the
decision have gone from his memory^ sitting in another Court with pther

rlS;r""^''''"*'.^°^'f''"P°"
''" discretionary adjudications and

reverse tihem, ^xercasinar a discretion nnnn n -«.„„::-_ J^
i. V •

according to his own fancy, wholly defeating seven convictions L


