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J. R. Cartwright, K.C., for the Attorney-General, shewed

ise in the first instance.

F.ALCONBRIDE, C.J. :-As to the conviction for selling liquor
the 9th November: (1) the magistrate lias passed upon tlie
lIence; (2) if I were to review his judgrncnt, I sliould find
'0 be amply sustained by the testimony.
The prisoner brouglit the whisky to the woman Rio, wlio
ved it te, Larkin and Wells, and tliey paid lier. I should say
is a real aind principal offender. The woman swears that lie
ve8 with" her, and that she is in partnership with hlm.
hey run a bar and soft drinks. "
If necessary, sec. 112 can be invoked. Rex. v. Brisbois, 15
à.R. 264, is not this case at ail.
The prisoner did not ask for an interpreter nor for an
ournmeut, nor at any stage of tlie case did lie ask for thc
stance of counsel, until after the evidence was in, and the
ýistrate had intimsted that lie would find him guilty.
As te the riglit of a forcigner at lis trial to have the evidence
ýrpreted, see Rex v. Mecekiette, 18 O.L.R. 408, per my
ther Riddell; Rex v. Sciarrone, 1 O.W.N. 416.
And. as to the discretion of the Justice te adjouru the trial
order to procure the assistance of counsel, sec Regina v.
gins, 5 L.T.N.S. 605; Rex v. Irwing, 18 O.L.R. 320.
The remainîng objection is one whidli I tliougit; at the argu-
it to ho more scrious, viz., whcther as to thc prior conviction,
provisions of sec. 101 werc sufficiently or substantially coin-

-d with. I think they were. The date wvas mentioned by the
eistrate, and the conviction liad been made by the same magis-
;C.
in Rex v. Teasdale, 20 O.L.R. 382, thc prcvious conviction
put in the forîn of a charge, to whicli, it wvas said, the pri-

er pleaded guilty.
In Rex v. Siinmons, 17 O.L.R. 239, thc record was, "The
ioner makes a stateinent that lie was convictcd of selling bc-
en 4th Octeber and 14th October," whieh miglit mean that
had been prcviously convioted of an offence against other
ions, which would not warrant a later conviction under sec.
)eing treated as a second offence.
Theme cases, therefore, do not govcrn the present Irne.
llabeu. corp)us rcfuscd. No costs.
The formal conviction whidi lias been put in since the argu-
it sets eut the prior conviction with duc p articularity.


