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cating liquor in their possession, in a place or places other than
théer private dweliing-houses, contrary to that section.

The motion was heard at the Weclv Court, Ottaw~a.
A. E. Fripp, K.C., for the defendants.
No one appeared for the inagistrate or for the prosecutor.

CLUTE, J., in a written judgment, said that the motions were
miade upon the ground that there was no eîdence to support the
convictions.

There was sufficient evidence to support the charge in the first
case agaînst Pownell. A perusai of the evidence clearly supported
this view. The motion in the first case should be dismissed with
coots.

1 was suggested as a further ground that the mnagistrate, aftie-r
hearing the evidence in the first case, did flot conclude thecae
but proeeded with the second case against the three accused. A
letter fi-on, the magistrate stated that lie first heard the cs
against Charles'Powneli, and found hlm guilty, and, lîaving pro-
nounced sentence, ho proceeded witm the case against the three
defûndants.ý

The case against the three presented more difficuit% . Dete-
tives were employed in Montreai to pre vent the cnvaceof
large quantities of liquor f rom Miontreal to North Ikiv for- illegal
purposes. A quantity of liquorw~as bought 1w flic eecie and
enclosed iin tîn cans, similar to those contaiuing mnaple syrup, and
also a quiantity, of botties of liquor. These catis and botties were
shipped froîin Montreal to North Bay' iii a iocked trnk. 'l11w
ba)age(-manii iii charge of the train f rom Moutreai to Ottamva wa-ýs
not ealledas a witness, but thue baggage-nmian f rom Ottawat io
North Ba v was the defendant Towns. Thei other two werr t rain-
men. Aliof the threc had access to the bag"gage..car. The triink
was delivered to the baggage..man at North 'Bay. Wilson, one, of
the detectives, saw the packing in Montreal, andi had thce c'ans
and botules înarked. The trunk wus duly checked iii Mont ceoai.
and the next time, Wilson saw it was when it was takeni off the
train at -Northl Bav. Wilson ol)ened the trunk and found it Lad
been piiferedf, and tht the cans anmd bot tics w erc gone; thait wasg
15 or 20 inuites Mfer it was taken off the train. The baggage.
check was on it-just t he liquor was taken.

The point of dîfficulty was, whether there was suflicient e\ i.-
dence to, conneet the three defendants with the taking of thie
liquor from the trunk and having it ini their possession as ehargedl.
The cans of liquor that had been piaced in the trunk were founld
ahortly after the liquor wus missed in the baggage-room i lime
station, and Powneli was seen renmoving some cans from off his


