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in no manner taken any part in regard to the deliberations of
the grand jury on the indictinent.

Hcld, affàrmng the judgment appealed fromn (Q.R. 25, K.B.
275), Anglin and Brodeur, JJ., dissenting, that neithiýr the fact
of the presence of the accuser a.s a member of the gxand jury nor
the statement mnade b'y hin fiai. in the circumstances. affected
the investigation by the grand jury or constituted interference
with the privacy of itr pï'oceedings; eonsequently, the accused
had suffered no prejudice in regard to the constitution of the grand
jur- whnch hiad rasüd( upon the indictmcnt which would lw
cause for quashing the indictment un(ler the p)rovisions~ of section
89-1 of the> Crininai (Code.

Per Anghin and Brodeutr, J J.. (lissen ting. Iii def.tultof evidence-(
that the accuser was flot pres-ent with the grand ju1ry during their
inquiry iii respect of the indirtmcnt against the appellant and that
hie liad flot voted as a grandl juror on their finding of the truc bill.
as welI as, the, fact of the statemeni mnade in regard to the casv
bv the accusr and repeated to other grand jurors. the appellant
wvas (priv( d of bis right to have hi., rase passed upon by a duly
quahified aînd uinliased grand Jury and thercby suffcred preju1ie',
withini scoion 8qq of the ('riminal ('xh' which would he sufficient
for qlu. hing the iiidiet et. Pug. v. The Herfordshire Jiistices
(6 Q.13. 75.3: The Qiieen v. U'pton St. Lconards. (10 Q.B. 827)
and The Quet n v. Gorbet, et ai.ý 1 P.E.I. Rep. 622) referred to.

Pf Anglin. J. On a motion to (juash an indictment foiii..l1) h
a rand jiury it is implroper to admit evidence of wvhat took. place
in the grand Jury ri-omn during the influiry i n regard to the ifl(ict-
ment. Rig. v. Ih«rtfordýshirc Justires (6 Q.B. 7533); Rex v. Lanc -
.shire Jiisti'ceN (75 1J. K.B. 198: lleq. v. .ti qý 1 Q.13. 17:3)
and Reg. v. London Cwunity Counciil (1892,) 1 Q.B. 190< referredi to.

Appeal dsisd
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Shuirtif, K.C., for thr respondent.
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Art, fIS.C, 1906, c. 37, s. .3('6-(oistitiulional Laite--Eiiu-
i)loyer'' Liahi Hiy Act, R.S.M. 1.913, c, Ù1 - Jurisdie lion of
Dom in ion Pa riainent - Provincial Lt'qislation - Para inount
A uthorit y-' Operalion o Raili'ay "-Lim un! tioni of acJion4s-
Co? ii: of laies.

An employec of the railway cornpanv sustained injuries while
ciignged in imloading rails from a car alleged to have heen un-
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