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KELL Y, J., IN CHAMBERS. JULY 27TH,

REX v. RIDDELL.

Liquor License Act-Amiendîng Act, 2 Ueo. V. ch. 55, sec. 1
-Infra Vires-Go nvictionof Ferson Foitiid Druwk in&
Option Mfunicipaity--Jrisdiction of M1agistrat es-
ence-Two Offences-In formation and Covvictionî F
i'ng Langutage of Statute.

Motion by the defendant to quash a conviction mnade b
Justices of the Peace for the county of Lennox and .Addii
under sec. 13 of 2 Geo. V. ch. 55(0.), amyeniding- the 1
License Act.

The conviction was, for that the defendant was found
a atreet or in a public place, in a muniicipality in which a 1
passed under sec. 141 of the Liquor License Act was in foi
an intoxicated condition owing to the drinking of liquoi

J. B. Mackenzie, for the defendant.
J. B. Cartwright, K.C., for the Attorney-General.

KmLy, J. :-It was argued for the defendant that the 0
Iegislature had no power to enaet sec. I3 of the Act 2 G
ch. 55, and "that the offence could not be made te exiat ii
option territory or there alone."

These objections are answered by Hodge v. T1he Qu
A.pp. Cas. 117.

On the further objection thiat it was net preven that t
fendant 's condition was owing to the drinking of liquo:
that there was ne valid and sufficient evidence te pro,
offence, the defendant must fail. There was evideuce on
the convicting magistrate might have convicted; and, a
in Regina v. St. Clair, 27 A.R. 308, 310, -they were the. jui
the weight te be attached te it."

Though iu the notice of motion exception waa taken t.
by-law under sec. 141 was in force i the municipality, c
for the. defendant on the argument stated that lie did no
3'8lse any objection to the by-law. It ia, tiierefore, net nec
te conaider that objectioni.

One other exception was taken te the conviction, n
that the information and the conviction charge two OffeucE
the evidence was not confined to one offence.


