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whoether vohmiitarily or uipon summons, or alter heing alqpi
hendcfld with or withont warrant, or while în. custody for t

oai t any other offence, the Justice shall proceed to inqul
luto the( mlatters chargyed agrainat such person in the manu
heirteinaifteri dliretet. '~ The Police Magistrate at St. Mar>
fouind the accuged before hlm after being apprehiended, as j
readY in&ieated, or elsv voluutarily. Hie should thereupon pr
eeed,( and 1 think it waa bis duty to do so, to inquire luto t
Imatter: Riegina v. Mason, 29 IIC(.R, 43; Regina v. Burke, 5 Caé
Crim. ('as. 29.

Oni thev aeeuae4(d electing to lie tried hy lm, lie coould proei
under sec. 707 of the iCriminal Code to hear and dispose of C

ce.The informant bail beeu told of the time and place, wlit
and %vhire mnd the Police 'Magiatrate before wvhomn the accui
wats dirieeted te ape.e. did not appear then, noir on t l
Itorning tlrst fixed for the trial. lie was thereupon aerved wl
a xtubpoeuaii to, attend the. trial on the day finally flxed therefo
]fie waa net present in person, but was represented by couis
aitteninig fi) object te the. magistrat.'. jurladiotion. lie esuni

cep*nthat fuli opportunity te appear aud give vvi dei
or amist iu ae-eurlng a convictiou, if that were possible, lu tl

cirumsane of* the case' were net given to hlmi.
1 think, uinder the circumaîtances, that the Police Magistrai

ait St. Marv's did what he did righitly, sud that this motion iium
hfo liamîased.( wlth co8ta.
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