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make retUrns of conlvictions had before them, making areturn of the conviction uni th fir5tmnay flot be helci as often as once in every three day of the flext sitting, ofsc eSIS, that is(')'sI <d il1 is deésirable M/al suc/i rtlrns for a period of over six ronths, t r-night bc, waslîou/d nol be "'idie lc'ssfreqze.3îtîyý This, then, taken away and a retUrfi ordered to be made On
is the purpose of this amiendnent, to secure or before the second1 Tuesdlay of thc thir'(l 11onth
retuirns ç/iar/er/y in every Province instead of thereafter, that i's on or before the irst dlaY Of
ha/ýf-year1y as in some. So that haci thc convic- what had been the next sittings of sUcl sessions
tion taken place on the 13th (i. e. the second prev ious to the Lawv Reforin A'ct, ýývhich nladeTuesdayï) of December insteaci of on the 12th of suc sittings SCiannual instead of quarterlythat month, the defendant would be bound to asctheretofore. 1 have said 1 think the ývordii1gmake a return of it "On or before the second of the section May bear the saine construictionlTuesday in Mlarch,"1 insteaci of, as under 32-33 and 1 say this looking at the closing nords of the
Vict. c. 31, on or before the second Tuesday in section, vh ici- are, (eand the penalties tîiercbY
June, 'vhen the next sittings of the Court at imposed," (that is by the Act of 32-33 'Vict.)
which an appeal might be heard took place. "' . . shall hereater apply to the returis here-
The case Of É,,orsant, qui tall v. i(,Iylor, 23 U. hy required, and to any offence or neglect cl'
C. C. P. 607, seemis at first sight to bc in the injtted with respect to the niaking thereof, as if
Plaintiff's favour. The fact there was that the the periods hereby appointed for iiiaking tecnitotokplace on the 2i1St of January, sad returns had been mentioned in the said Act
but no return of it Nvas made before the "second instlead of the perjods thereby appointed for the
Tuesday in~ March,") as required by the statute. sanie," Now Jet us substitute the periodslin the

The plaintiff then brought his action aheiglatter Ac o hs nteprior one. nththe def-endant. aNd p 50e, cla could have older Act there appear to be prescribed two
helped th eedn;ads saforlorn hope, periods for rnaking returns, the one, the frsiit would seem, hie dernurred to the declaration sittings of the session after the conviction ; the
on the ground that it did not axer that the re- other, the secondé sittings after the cofivictiofis;
turn of the conviction xvas flot made to the ses- and these peri'ods wvere to be ascertainied andsions to which a party complaining could by law dcterminedl accordin,. as the conviction tookappeal. The Court above decided against the place ()Nol iess than twelve days before a
deiurrer-and rightly enough ; for independent sittings ; (2) iess than twelve days before aof the reasons given in the judgment, it was sittings. There ivere then only seilli-annualclear that the dlefendant claimied the right to returns, but the Legisiature thouight it desirabledelay from the i9th of January tili the second there should be quarterly returns in1stead, and SO
Tuesday in June follo\wing, a period of nearly it substitutesyour periods for the Iwo in the for-
three months; and this in the face of the recital mer Act ; or rather it added two more periosin sect. 3 of the Act 33 Vîct. (luoted ahove: "it dove-tailing them in as it were. Had there beefi
is desirable that such returns should flot be made no change fromi (uarterly to seiiii-anflual sittings,
less frequently " than once in every three nionths. in some of the Provinces, there would have beefi
Here the defendant sets up no such dlaim, but no need for this section, and it would probablYhe inakes his return within three months, and neyer have heen passed, for if returfis \vere c
only such a one as was possible-one before the tually recluired and were necessarily made Once
second Tuesday of that one of the four mionths in every three months, the recital above (quoted,rnentioned in the statute, the earliest before that " it is desirable that such returfis shollidwhich it was possible to mnake a return. flot he madle less frequently " than once in everyThe intention, as it soeis, to mie, of the three mionths, would be meaningless. 1haveAct (33 Vict. C. 27,) was this, (and the wording, said this section add(edtwo mlore periods. It sa>'5.I think, mnay, without wresting the plain mean- in effect to a justice, " instead of delayingter-ing, bear the samne construiction) that in the case turn of a conviction made by you withlfl theof a conviction made within the twelve days in- txvelve days next preceding any sessions, till the
mediately preceding either of the seini-annual sessions held six months after such (first nienisittings of the General Sessions, the right given tioned) sessions, you mnust make it wjthin the
under the Act of 32-33 Vict. ch. 31, to delay time you forrmerly had to make it, that is 01n the


