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one of the judges of the Court of Queen's Bench the Peace, or any other person, shall issue hiswho niight be present in Chambers at one warrant for any'such supposed offender untilo'cIock in the afternoon of the following day, it shall have been proved to him, upon oath(the 24th) praying for a writ of Habeas Corpus or affidavit, that the person applying for suchand the discharge of the prisoner. warrant i8 the bearer of a warrant of arrest orAt the time appomnted this petition was sub- other equivalent judicial document, issued bymitted to mie, 
a .judge or competent mnagistrate in France,Mr. J. Doutre appeared for the petitioner, authenticated in such manner as would justify-Mr. T. K. Ramsay for the Crown, and Mr. the arrest of the supposed offender in FrancePominville for the private prosecutor. upon the saine charge, or unle8s it shall ap-A preliminary objection, raised on, the pear to him that the act charged against the,round of insuficient notice, was overruled. supposed offender is clearly set forth in sucliU4r. Doutre then set forth bis cljent's case in warrant of arrest or otherjudicial document;inanner so lucid, that I soon cunvinced nuy- whereas the Justice of the Pence who issuedelf, after perusing the statute cited in the bis warrant against the Petitioner, issued thevarrant of extradition, that the warrant itself saie without having any such proof before-the pretended. warrant of arrest alleged to him, the only document produccd beforelave been issued in France-arrêt de renvoi- bim, as well as- before mie, in lien of suchind ail the proceedings taken with a view to warrant of arrest or other equivalent judicialbtain the extradition of the petitioner, were docum"'ents, being a paper writing allegednauthorjzed by the above cited statute, illegal, to be a translation into Englishi of a Frenclhuli, and voici, and that the petitioner was, document, iumade by somne unknown andîerefore, entitled to bis discliarge froin im- unauthori7ed person in the office of thersoient. 

cou)tnqel for the prosecutor at New York, andBut as Mr. Pominville, whom I supposed to bearing no authenticity whatever.e acting as counsel for the Bank of France, 3 rd. Because, supposing the said documentishied to be beard, I adjourned the discussion purporting to be a translation of an acte d'ac-the case until the following morning. I cusation or indictment, accompanieti by a pre-ould have issued the writ before adjour ning. tended warrant for arrest and designated as anid the counisel fbr the prisoner insisýted upon arrêt de renvoi tob uhn, it doe8 not con-But tliat gentleman 'vas no douht lulled tain thle designation of' any crime comprise&to, a senHe of false security,' bv the indigna- in the nunuiber ot the variuus crimues, fur or byun displayed by the counsel for the Crown, reason of the alleged commiuussion of which anyien Mr. Doutre signified to lue bis apprehen- fugitive can be extradited under the saidrn that a coup de main was in contemplation statute.carry off the petitioner betbre luis case hiad 4th. Because by the first section of the saiden decided. 
act it is provided that no Justice of the Peace'n the following morning, Saturday, the 25tb Phall commit any person accused of any ofthis month, I ordered the issui ng of a ivrit the crimes mentioned in the said act (bto ithabeas corpus to bring the petitioner before murde,, atlempt Io commit murder,' forgery,witlu.a view to bis immiiediate discharge. andfraudulent banlcruplcy) unless upon snchMy determination to, discbarge hum was evidence as according to the laws of that partinded upon the reasons following. of fier Majesty's dominions il, which the sup-là. Because il. is provided by the first sec- posed offender shahl be fourid, would justify thei of the Act of the British Parliament to apprehension and committal for trial of thee effect to a Convention between lier Ma- person so accused, if the crime of which heLy and the King of the French, for the appre- shall be accused had been there conmutted.ision of certain offenders (6 and 7 Vic., ch. Whereas the evidence produced against the,that every requisition to, deliver up to Petitioner upon the accusation of forgeryLice any fugitive accused of any of the brought against himn before the couimittingnes enumnerated in the said Act, shahl be magistrate, would flot have justified hum iniby an ambassad>, of the G'overnmed of apprehending or committing the Petitioner forînce, or by an accredited diplogmatic agent; the crime of forgery, had the acte charged~reas the requisition made to deliver up the against hum been committed in that part oftioner to, justice bas been made by Abel fier Majesty's dominions where the PetitionerIeric Gauthier, Consul General of France was found, to wit, in Lower Canada.lie Provinces of British North America, 5th. Because the said warrant for the ex-is neither au ambassador of the Govern- tradition of the Petitioner, as well as thet of France nor an accredited diplomatie warrant for hie apprehension, does not chargeit of that Governmnent, according to bis hum with the commission of any of the crimesavowal upon oath. for wbich a warrant ofextradition can be issuedidly. Because, by the 3rd section of the under the sai tue;namh as in hothstatute, it is provided that no Justice of of il,. a. ï ttt ;nsnc

CSuwarrants the aileged offence is,


