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But that is xiut suMijnt to suiain the (oiwiuthion; il is of the.
essence tif the of~w'that it shmuld ]bu qmonmitteýd "in the pre-
suncu of onu or ilore persons ; - and t his is liot sat istiud b> hl
ing that the miai mho partîcipa in thu offnc is -a pwus

eotnpltdby the statute. 11. isý 0unuugh that Oflu pusi
should bu shuw-NN Io b prusuit, but il rmés bY a purso chobr than
thome engaged in the offenue.

Order nado lusi i th ovuion. without cosIS. and til Il~
protuu-tioni to the nînagistrate and others.

MIDIEOJ., I(IIMt*.JANI'ARY WriI. 1916.

REN v.CERALI>.

(!rilhiw1 au.' Indv< t At - m&bice N C rimil Gode

sev. -205-- ifU -mnmn of Information-Pum of
UuU"affor somc Etjideàwc Taikoe -le / ite l'rceço;ct of

une or more eso.

M~,otion by(lnviv (Jerald to quasli hep vomivirtion by the
Polire Mi trate for th0 A'ty of Toronto for an offenue similar

tu that iii R&x v. Clifford, aute.

T. C. Robinettev K.C., for 111v applîcanit.
Edwrd ayl, K1Ifor. 11he (rownl.

MUWETNJ., said thlat this, uase differed frolil Rux v. Cifford
iii thal, afler soutle evidunlu haid bven givvdn, thu applivant

pleaed guily."The information waS defectivte ini that thc
wokrd "wIuI"was oînlitted. Ilad the plua biuu to tlle iii-

foýi-maltion bfor evidenre was takuni, the oonviction imist have
bueenqasel for lin ilmeud men]t-lt vould flot bui iaide; but thc

evidunue takti justiflcd ain amnundiiint whieh wuduphold the
eoniuiom.The appiuanit, hlaving pluaded 110111,' oud plot

ulow set fil that thv offenue watt plot vommilittud iii a puiblic place
nor thait il. watt not in the prsee ofe onel ormore pursons.
This watt allegud in thle informlatioin, and thoe pleaid of 'uly
adznittud thlat wvhieh wat viharged1, and brouight the rase wilin
the' words1 or thui statute.

M1otioni dismissed itih cops,


