-~ OFFNERLICH CASE

Mr. Justice Lennox Discusses
Mam;' zlth Chief

AWAITlDEClSION IN APPEAL

Judge, However, Sees No Rea-

son For Postponement in
‘Present Case’

“There is no reason why this
eourt should not be adjourned for a
week or two to hear this very im-
portant case. It is a national mat-
ter,” replied his Lordship to Jus-
tice’ Lennox in the Assizes to-day
10 & motion to postpone the trial of
Emil Nerlich till the Fall sitting of
the Assizes that the appeal in the
former trial for conspiracy to com-
mit treason had been decided. Many
of the points to he decided in the
#ppeal were revelant to this case,

Maso!

“Nothing has been “shown here
this morning to justify: me in put-

after he hul helrd Mr. W. A
on’s remarks to the motion. “[ am
very very strongly opposed to post-
poming it till October. That the
basic facts are the same does not

or that_the evidence will be the
same. The case shall not be tia-
versed by me unless it is shown to
me to be an injustice lo the ac.
cused H_is
public interest to have the st tried
and disposed of.

Ask Chief Justice.

il tell you what T will do, 1
will speak to Chiet Justice 'of
the Appelate Diviston at lancheon

day to sce what the probabilities
s far as-he is disposed to dis-
em, as {o the probablé time
At Which this appeal Will ‘D heard.
T will allow the motion to be spoken




to thig afternoon. in the meantime
1 should like to see the reserved

Mr.” Mason handed his own copy
to h|! lnrdlhi

Crown Counsel,

o
decision of the trial for conspiracy
to commit treason d1d not affect the
trial for committing treason. At.any
rate the appeal might be dl-boud of
his court \-l adjour:
0! ndl In Ihe ap-
e that the tri treason
-hould have preceded ﬂ\l! for con
spiracy to comniit that offence; that
the evidence produced did not dis-
close conspiracy or treason. and
that the address of the Crown to the
jury had been inflammatory and
prajudicial to a fair trial. All these
points might be decided in favor of
the accused without of necessity
answering the present case, said he.
Evidence Is Bulky.

Mr. Mason gave the voluminous
nature of the evidence as an excuse
for the delay in the appeal.
were three or four hundred pages of
typewritten  evidence, © he =
While in the ordinary course of
events the trial would come. on in
June. They expected it to come on
this month. The fllings would be
made to-day or to-morro ey
were arranging to »xppauo the hear-
ing as much as thes

Mr. N

01 g
The Emil Nerlich case comes up
for argument bhefore the Court of
Appeal on Monday next.
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