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alone, would have defeated the pecuniary legacies--so wul the
survivorship of the father-but the mere fact that ini the codicil
the. giving of eacii of the legacies was prefaced by the statement-
" Instead of the S- to - bequea.th to him $-"--4i4
not ini any way detract fromn the absolute char acter of the gift.

Order declaring that Arthiur Temple takes the residuary estate
subjeet to the. bequets of jewelry, the legacies given by the
codicil, and the. right of the. father given by the codicil.

Costs out of the estate.

M1DLETNJ., IN CzIAMBERS ArmiL 25Tff, 1919

REX v. BANNI.

Inland,é Revenue Act-U.ýnlcensed Pistifling-Magi8traie's Convic-
ilon for Offene againat Act-$ummarl rosecution Authorisedêy
A4ct, R?.S.C. 1906ý eh. .51, secs. 32, 83-efedat Iavzg in hi.
Possession "Mal(sk or WVa.s;" contrary Io Provisions of Act-
Evicie-Saccharine Malter ProducinQ Wah Suit4ible for
Manufachire of Spirits-Secs. 3 (e), (h), 180 (e), 199, 204-
Onli.

Motion tx qiLIi a conviction of the defendant, by the l'olice
Magistrat. for the. City of Fort Wijliami, for that the defelàdant
hiad iii hi. possession "mùi r wash," contrary to the pr.ovisions
of tii. Dominion Iiiland Reveniue Avt, R...1906 ch. 51.

J. 1 [averson, K.C., for the. &cclused.
W. G. Thutrston, K.C., for- the Crown.

MIDDLFTON, J., lit a wnitten judgnivnt, saici that it wws urged
thattheproeedngswüre irregulaz iii that tiie provisions of Part

XV.of the . riinial Code, relating to the su.mnary trial of
intabe ofobsad not been followed. But the Inlazid

Revenue Act (secs. 132 and 133) provides for Summ1nary prosecuition
witii respect to offences created by tint Ac~t.

It wm more strentiously argu.d that, upon the. evidence, au

The defendwnt, place raisins in a iiQgshead witi water; the
-uchrn mnatter cotie ini the raisins induced fermentation;

and a liqutor containiiig a subutantial quautity of aicohol was the

rùesuit- Thi i WM s x upon the prexnises by foreigners
Italians an>d Galicianis, adresulted in intoxication and disooder.


