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or goý to gaol, andi the payaient %vas tînder prtest. Now, iu juxta-
position wvith thiis 1 plaüe the affidav it of tiRe ('oatttissioiier of

%%)c]leh ~j~ " The defendant aduîitted lie had lu liis preaulses(,
1 iquor d i novcrcd andi seized, and >a cliing the saune, aid

upon tic said -taitenent by the defendant and a isonof bis

guhiit the convimiction hiereiin was iinade.ý"
I fýind no e' idetie hiere of ait admission of gult, but ouîiv thait

videýr whing sold-w'lîitl uay or ntay flot be iiutoxiuatiîag. The
u~loe on of the legisiation is as to the use of intoxicants witlîia

t1ue procLiîned areâ, and no proof is made or admnission it ii as to
thlis vital1 point.

The ffe- is defeetively aiieged ini the iiiforniat ion, m-hieh
states that " the defendant did have iaitoxieat iag liquor eaiieti uider.
for sale, contrary to chapter 9, R S. U. 19016. Thiis niay by im-

pltinincorporate the stateient of the offecve giveal ia the
statte 6& 7 dw. VII. ehl. 9 withi the information as heing a sale

within thie fimt 4pevîfiedl ia thle Prociantatioti. lroof wotild, liow-
t,%ter. rquire to be given to shew the jurisdietïin of the aîagisîrate
territuriaily o\ver the particulir place where the sale was miade, ami
that ht Was, %ithin the area of prohibition. A suflicient anti im

0411ujocai confession of guilt utiglit, upon tis informtation, hiave
imliedoi ait admission of jurisdict ion ini tie aiagist rate, but t he

conlfesiunxi rlied upuli iii tiese cases cauluot 1w so tised.
Lt wuuld be( better aiso to foiiow the xvords of the Act aadf aiIcge'

Ûti ic ulYcuider liad " in hîs possession,- thougli tiiese words a.ý
nlot eSseiltial in iay opinion.

Altogett1ur tiiere appears to itte an entire lavýk of evî(ideîîv to
suppor)it any of tiiese convictions, anid titey musît be quashicd and1 tic

îuiney rturned4,. 1 grniut t lie usual pruotct itn to the niagisiw ati-
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,Çýerurit Y for Cosis-Actione agaist Mlagistrate and Constable
H.S . 1897 ch 8.9, sec. 1-frfences to Actions-Watit of

Noic flton Trial of Merils on M1otion for criy

Appeai bY the plaintiff front order of the Master inChmes
1 V. . 2, '-7, requiring tlic plaintiff la caeh case to give scurity


