make returns of convictions had before them,
may not be held as often a once in every three
months ;. and is desirable that such returns
Should not be mad, less Jrequently” This, then,
is the purpose of this amendment, to secure
returns guarterly in every Province instead of
half-yearly as in some.  So that had the convic-
tion taken place on the 13th (7. . the second
Tuesday) of December instead of on the 12th of
that month, the defendant would be bound to
make a return of it “on or before the second
Tuesday in March,” instead of, as under 32-33
Vict. ¢. 31, on or before the second Tuesday in
“June, when the next sittings of the Court at
which an appeal might be heard took place,
The case of Corsant, qui tam v. Zayloy, 23 U.
C.C.p. 607, seems at first sight to be in the
Plaintiff’s favour. The fact there was that the
conviction took place on the 21st of January,
but no return of it was made before the “second
Tuesday in March,” as required by the statute.
The plaintiff then brought his action alleging
the non-return. No Dlea clearly could have
helped the defendant; and so as a forlorn hope,
it would seem, he demurred to the declaration
on the ground that it did not aver that the re-
turn of the conviction was not made to the ses-
sions to which a party complaining could by law
appeal. The Court above decided against the
demurrer—and rightly enough ; for independent
of the reasons given in the judgment, it was
clear that the defendant claimed the right to
delay from the I9th of January till the second
Tuesday in June following, a period of nearly
three months; and this in the face of the recital
in sect. 3 of the Act 33 Vict. quoted above: “ [t
is desirable that such returns should not be made
less frequently” than oncein every three months,
Here the defendant sets UP 0o such claim, byt
he makes his return within three months, and
only such a one as was possible—one before the
second Tuesday of that one of the four months
mentioned in the statute, the earliest before
which it was possidle to make a retyrn,

The intention, as it seems. to me, of the
Act (33 Vict. c. 27,) was this, (and the wording,
I think, may, without wresting the plain mean-
ing, bear the same construction) that in the case
of a conviction made within the twelve days 1m-
mediately preceding either of the semi-annual
sittings of the General Sessions, the right given
under the Act of 32-33 Vict. ch. 31, to delay
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making a return of the conviction Ufmlﬂtlzﬁ'lﬁt is
day of the neyt sitting of such Scsf”mh'] ‘was
for a period of over six months, it might )ec’ie on
taken away ang a return ordered to ])c' e onth
or before the second Tuesday of the ‘].111'(1 ‘(]{11 : 0
thereafter, that is on or before the first ~(i)oll‘5
what had been the next sittings of ‘SUC]} SC:’;ade
previous to the Law Reform Act, “Vhwh, ]terl)’
such sittings semi-annual instead of (1u4rding
as theretofore. [ huye said I think the “.lortion
of the section may bear the same C()nStlLle he
and I say this looking at the closing “,:ordSlOery
section, which are, “and the penalties tl(\:/ict.)
imposed,” (that is by the Act of 32_33( here-
“ ... shall hereaficr apply to the returns com-
by required, and to any offence or negleth as i

mitted with respect to the making therefJ ’,( the
the periods hereby appointed for mak'r}ﬁ Act
said returns hag been mentioned in the sal - the
instead of the Periods thereby appointed f?l the
same.”  Now let ug substitute the periods 1n the
latter Act for those in the prior one. o two
older Act there appear to be prescribed st
periods for making returns, the one, ,the .ﬁthe
sittings of the session after the convictlf)n.’ ns;
other, the secosy sittings after the Con‘,’lcuoan

and these periods were to be ascerta'medwo

determined according as the conviction

- ore @
Place : (1) Not Jess than twelve days b(:‘f)re a
Sittings 5 (2) Jegy than twelve days be (nnua
sittings.  There were then only semi-a

. le
returns, but the Legislature thought it deSlrzbso
there should be quarterly returns instef}d’ an for-
it substitutes fop;- periods for the fwo in the ds,
mer Act ; or rather it added two more perl])(t)een
dove-tailing them i as it were. Had there ings,
no change from quarterly to semi-annual S"t}l)een
in some of the Provinces, there would haVebabl)’
no need for this section, and it would pro e ac-
never have been passed, for if returns wel‘once
tually required and were necessar ily made oted,
in every three months, the recital above (ll;]ou]
that “it ig desirable that such returns Sevel’Y
not be made less frequently ” than once "; have
three months, would be meaﬂingle,ss' It says
said this section added tawo more ﬁeﬂm.i& the re-
in effect to a justice, “ instead of delaying hin the
turn of a conviction made by you wit :ill the
twelve days next preceding any sessions, . men-
sessions held six months after Su(_:h (f.ir;n the
tioned) sessions, you must make it w!t on the
time you formerly had to make it, that is



