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205 to 224 ; Uolierts and Reilly, 1 Hi I'. S. ; V. S. vs. White, 
< ranch, V. S. ( '. C. Report, US and 73.

Whatever might lie the bearing of these authorities n|N>n 
this |mdm, and whatever doubt might Is1 left I do not think 
that the inane is raised in this ease, because the eanlitial 
condition to raise it. is missing, namely, the proof of the 
existence of a limitation statute, and of the terms of it actu­
ally affecting the crimes under examination. It is true that 
the authorities eitexl refer to some limitation statut*1* affix-t­
ing the crimes then tried, which were different from those 
triixl at present, hut I cannot presume from these reference* 
that there is a limitation statute affecting the present crime's, 
and go and pick it out in onr library, if it is there, and study 
every clause of it, in order to find out whether then- is any 
disposition affecting the crimes with which the accused are 
presently charged, and interpret it from my own knowledge, 
without the very dispositions affecting tin's!1 crimes ,if any 
exist, lining formally proves I and put in flu1 record. At any 
rate, if a doubt would exis( n|siu the1 matter of tile1 accuses! 
being fugitives front justice from Itoexmher IS!)!) or from 
March 1802 which is the1 date they came into Canada, I 
think the* question is one for the1 trial court in (hxirgia to 
eletermine. (See IT. 8. vs (’esike1 17 Wall V. S. Supreme 
Court, 108). However, this point swing to have Usui aban­
doned, for at the1 argument hail after the closing of the evid­
ence, Counsel for the. elefenee1 did not mention it.

The defence has advanced the pretension that for the 
'definition of extradition crimes, recourse should he had to 
the Knglish law and not to the Canadian law. Xo prexxv 
dent, however, has lieen cited upon this point, and I do not 
think it has been seriously urged. However, the letter and 
spirit of the Extradition Act are contrary to this pretension, 
also the universal jurisprudence.

Sub-section I! of section 2 of our Extradition Act, Chapter 
142 Revise-d Statutes, states :

(6) The expression “extradition crime” may mean any 
crime which, if committed in Canada, or within Canadian 
jurisdiction, would be one of the crimes described in the


