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shail immediately thereafter report in writing ta the Provincial Secretary the
fact of his so doing and the cause thereof;" and bY 53 ViCt., C. 8, s- 9 (B.C.)
it is euacted that 1'Until a County Court judge of Kootenay is appointcod, the
judge of the Co)unty Court of Yale shalt act as and perforrn the duties of the
County Court judge of Kootenay, and shall. white su acting, whether sitting in
the Cotsnty Court dis*rict of Kootenay or not, have, in respect cf ail actions,
sui Ès, niatters, or prnceedings being carried on in the County Court of Kootenay,
ail the powers and authorities that the judge of the Countv Court of Kootenay,
if appointed and acting iii the said district, ,vould have possessed in respect of
such actions, suits, iiiatters, and proceedings ; and for the purpose of this Act,
but not .Ytirther, or otherwise, the several districts as defined by sections 5 and
7 Of the County Courts Act, over which the County Court of Y'ale and the
Couiuty Cou; ' of Kootenay. respectively, have jurif .ý-ion, shall be unitedY"

Jie,.i, that these statutes wtre intra vir-es o! the Governnient of Bhritish
Colunibia under th3 said sectioz. of the 13.N.A. Act.

B), the l>ominion statute, ;i Vict., c. 47, l'le Speedy Trials Act, iurisdic-
tion is giv'en to " any judge of a Couuty Court," antong others, to try certain
cr:iuial offences.

lic/tf that this expression, "Atiy judge of a County Couirt," in su...h Act
;,eas any judge hivig, by force of the P>rovincial law regulating the cousti-
titon and organization of Couuty Courts, jurîsdiction in the particular locality

iii whivii lie n1ay hiold a " speedy trial" The statute wvould not authorize a
Coutitv Court 'iudge to hiol a " speed> trial" beyond the lioxits of his territorial
juritsdiction %vithnut authority froo; the Provincial Legisiatuire to do so.

H,'/d, also, that The Speedy Trials Act is not a 5tattote couferring juris-
,diction, biit is an exercise of the po%%er of Parliamient to regulate criminal
priccedure.

/~i/uslnirrQ.C ,for Attoi-ne>.(6euieral of British Columlbia.
8c4~wtk, U.for Attnrnc%.-(eneiral of Canada.

On tarin.) Dec. 3

A, il. //, mo ,a/i, l'us />r<scufwon - Ptsa.rozh andI PPob.,b/, * w.ts'- fnference
/;onf Pnn't'.f-- I"w,, fions qlf/uarfg.'anju

lu an action for inalicious proýiecutiosn, the e>dstence or non-existence of
re.aionable and probable cause is to be decided by the judge and not the jury.

A., staff.inspector of the Toronto police force, laid an information before
tlie police niagistrate chargitug Mi., a married wonian, wvith the offlence of keep-
ing a house tif ill-fanie. lu laying the information, A. acted ors a statement
made to himt by a woiao who alleged that she had been a frequenter of the
bouse occupied by M., and stated facts sufficient, if true, to prove the charge.
A warrant was issued against Ni., who was arre5ted and brought before the
inagistrate, who, after hearing the evideuce, disntissed the charge. M. and
lier husband then brought aut action against A. for maliciaus prosecution.

The action was tried three tinies, each tria! resultin., in a judgrneut of
nonsuit, which was set aside by a Divisional Court anci a uev trial ordered.


