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Boyd, C., Ferguson, J.] LFeb. Y2.

REX Il. COLF.

Criminal /aw -41emptio incite-Perjury-Bai!-Recgniizance- Criminal
Code, ss. 53o, 60:-Estteat.

A defendant charged with offering money to a person to swear that A.,
B. or C. gave hlm a certain surn of money to vote for a candidate at an
election was admnitted to bail and the recognizance taken by one justice ofI the peace.

He/d, that the offence was flot an attempt to commit the crime of
subornation of perjury, but something less, being an incitemnent to give
false evidence or particular evidence regardless of its truth or falsehood,
and was a misdemeanor at common law, and that the recognizance was
properly taken by one justice, who had power to admit the accused to bail
at cointnon law, and that section 6oi of the Code did not apply.

T he comnion law jurisdiction as to crime is stili operative, notwith-
standing the Code, and even in cases provided for by the Code, unless

t ~there is such repugnancy as to, give prevalence to the later law.
Ru/chie, K.C., for the motion. &twihK.C., Deputy Attorney-

General, contra.

Street, J*)[Feb. 24.
ARMISTRON. î,. LANCASHIRE INS. CO.

IVrit of suminmons-Seeiie on ipiçurance ciarnAitinv-No o/ice in Ontiio-
On, prez-icus1y ozppoin/ed tztborney.

An English insurance company who had carried on business in Canada
and where the head office wvas at Toronto, by two powers of attorney had
appointed its general agent at T'oronto attorney to recelve proct,- under

t both R. S. O. 1897, C. 203, q. 06, and R. S. C. 1880, c. 124, S- 13,
transferred its Canadian business to another company and c!osed its
Canadian offices, but the deposit under the D)ominion Act had not been
released and neither of the powers of attorney had been cancelled. On a
motion to set aside the service of a writ of sumnions which was accepted
b>' solicitors as if served on the Toronto agent of the conipany, subject to
týhe right 10 miove agamnsi it, on the gïound that the compan), was not
within the jurisdicîion.

P Jk/11, that a writ of sumimons tipon a policy issued iii Quelce in
resýpect of a loss tupin Jîroperty in Quebec was properly served uipon the
agent namced as attorney at Toronto under Con. Rule T59, and that the
Court in Ontario therefoire had jurisdictiomî to entt.rtain the action.

,yem/,- that the power of attorney required to be filed under R.S.C.

c- 124- s. 1.3, is t0 receive service of process iii any suit institîîted in any
province of C anada ni respect of am1i' liai uilir% nurdi uhpoic
and not i n respert of any liabilt 'mt>inctrred in Canada.

1). f M,, / for the miot;oii. .1fidd/eion, contra.


