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COURT 0F QUEEN'S BENCHI.
[Crown side.J

MONTREAL, June 15, 1883.
Be/are DoRiox, C. J.
REGINA V. SELLARS.

the proprietor or publisher at the date of the

acquit the defendant, for that rcason. You do
not go i »nto the merits of the case. There is noother point except the one I arn putting hefore
you for you to express your opinion upon ; but
you must decide by the direction of the Court
and Qf Pulctin >esn evidence,TU'JJ f puot~aand acquit the defendant in this case accord-bJV'idence mat the defendant in a cràinal proecu- ingly, of the accusation brouglt againsthjrn.

lion i8, ai Mhe lime of Mhe trial, editor and pro-
Prietor of Mhe Journal in whick the libel was T'HE LIC'ENSE BILL.printd i8 inauficient. T'he defendant should Th olwnisarumofteAtepc-be Proved Io have lleen proprietor or publisher ngthe sleofintoaig isa esmé o s ahe ActrspectalthMe date of publicution. 

yn h aeo noiatn iura ial
1 tbe u obeced atth coseofth cae orpassed. The preanible of the bill reads asthei objecti , at the clos o the c afo follows...

h i e r o s c u t i n , h a t h e r w a s n o r o o f t h a W h e r e a s , i t i s d e s i r a b l e t o r e g u l a t e t h ethe defendant was proprietor or publisher of traffic lu the sale of intoxicating liquors,tb0 journal at the date of publication, the and it is expedient that the law rcspecting theCOuirt allowed the witness on this point to be s;ame should be uniforma throughout therecalled7 in order to verify his evidence. After Dominion, and that provision should be radedJelil>eratjon the presiding Chief Justice charged in regard thereto for the better preservation ofthe pence and order; therefore hier Majesty, by andtejury as foillows with tbe advice and consent of the Senate andGentlemen,-You have seen the libel and House of Commons of Canada enacts, etc."heard it read. Now, 1 mu8t tell you that it is Upon these broad and compreheusive grounds18entially necessary that the prosecution should the Goverument adopted the bill,have proved that the defeudant was, on the 1. The first clause states that the Act may be
2 2 nd of June, 1882, the date of the publication cited as the Liquor License Act, 1883.of the libel, eitber the proprietor of the paper 2. The second clause is the ordinary inter-or the pul)lisher of the article complained of. pretation clause. According to it, ciBoard"It bas been in some way proved that at one meaus the Board of License Counmissioncrs;tin:le a Robert Sellars gave an affirmation as "lDistrict" uI eaus a License District; IlElec-teqllired by law, and registered it in the Clcrk tors"I means those entitled to vote at an0f Sessions, office, dcclaring himself to bu the election for a member of the House of Coin-Proprietor of the paper lu question, the Canadian mons; "(Inspector " meaus an inspector ofOlean,. But it bas lu no way been prove(l that Ilicensed premises, and includes every personthe ILObert Sellars who made that affirmation having the authority of such inspector;ý%18the Robert Sellars who is now prosecuted "lJustice," or "J 3ustices,"l means justice of theInithe preseut case. Tne affirmation wasgiven peace; "lHotel License"I mens a license au-0long time ago; and it was necessnry for the tborizing the holder thereof ta sel! and dispose,PrOgecuition to show that tbat was the Robert under the provisions of this Act, of any liquor8ellars Who is prosecuted in this case; or la in quanitities, nrit exceeding one quart, whichth" absence of such evidence it wvas necessary May be drunk on the premises; cilicensee"It 0 Show by other legal evidence that the Robert mans a person holding a license uinder this8elars now prosccuted was the proprietor or Act; "1licensed premises"I means the premisesjuibîisher at the turne of the publication of the la respect of which a license under this Act baslbel ou the twenty-second of June, 1882. It been granted and is la force, and shall be con-baheen proved by Mr. C. P. Davidson that strued to mean and exteud ta every room,Robe.rt mel Jars, the defendant, le the proprietor closet, cellar, yard, stable, outhouse, shed, orofthe Paper at this date;- but there is no proof any other place whatsoever of, belongiu» or lalieilthas proprietor or publisher of the paper any manner appertaining to sncb bouse oraejteibel imputed to hlmi was published place; "lliquors," or "lliquor," shall be cou-Year 5.go Now, this i t aquestion for a stitued ta men and comprebeud alI spirituousJuy t18 a question of law for the judge to and malt liquors, and ail combinations ofdecid, whethcr there is evidence or îîo evidence. liquors and drinks, and drinkable liquors which'en there is evidence to go ta the ~uythen are intoxicating; "lmagistrate"I means thethe~Y have to decide whether it is sut'ent or judge of the sessions of the peace, police, sti-1104~ but it is a matter for the Court to decide l)endiary, or sitting magistrate, recorder, justiced ether there is evideuce or not. 'It is my or justices cf the peace, or conmussioner of aIn1 this case, to say that there is no evi- parish court who may have jurisdiction toee to go to the jury of the defeudaut beiug entertain a complaint lu respect of a contraven-


