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a motion for a furtiier stay. The order, in the lanIguage of soima
of th(,ass waLs an election to> proceed wvith the action and an
abandenient of the riglit to arbitrate. Thie request for security
for costs ini the action wýas an intinmation that, securitY bemig given.
the action mright proceed.

Tl'le learned Judge hiad the less regret in giving- effeet te ail
objection that wws aside fromn the mevrits, as hie was convinced
that the action could b. hetter deait with by a Judge thani by, Iay

arbiratrs.There were legal questions which had to be SOlvedi.
The motion mnust be dismissed-costs to the plaintiffs int any

e venit of the cause.

MIODLTONJ., INCHMEO.NV BEITH19.

*REX v. ABRAMS.

InoxcliiLqurOde in Cou di PoiblnyJlkn or
Manufctureof Inioxicatlîifg Liquoo-MaitasCnito

for Voainof -Cminio of HIiy1 Wins wth Chierries or
Siqar- Mauatr -Motion to Quash ?nvdo-Qe.
t*in of Fuel for. Mlagisrate-Evd(enýce Io SupportCoico.

Motion te quashi the conviction of the defendant, by a magis-
trate, for nawuiiinanuifacýturiing intoxicating liquor, in contra-
vention of se. 2 of ani order oif the Governor-43eneral in Couincil
of the. 16th Mardh, 1918,

W. 1). M. Shorcey, for the defendlant.
Edwad BalyK.C., for tiie Crown.

MW»LEON,., ini a writteni Pudgmnent, said, that, tiie order in
counicil pýrovide(d that neo person should "mnake or manufacture
iintoxicating liquior-," save in circumsitances which did flot exist
hiere,

For the. ( rown it, was urged duit on titis motion the conviction
could net bc quashied because tiie police officer said that, when h.
fouind the. tiquer on the dertatspremises, the. defendant said
that ",it wais cherry wine lie manufactured for the. Jewish festival;»
if the magistrate accepted this and rejected all the other evidenoe,
tie con viction mueiit stand.

The IeaLrned1 Judge preferred te ha-se hie decision. upon the,
broader ground that the. argument for the. aceused was not weli-
fokunded.


