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On the return of the writ of ha >eas corpus the Court was ;noved under
c. igx R.S.N.S. (1900) for the discharge of defendant on the grotinds:

(i). ']'bat no offence was charged in the convictiona. (2). That the
magistrate had not reduced the charge to writing after obtain- the con-
sent of the accused to lie tried, but nîerely read over to hier the charge as
set out in the information leading to the warrant. (3). Ihat the exact
place was not stated in the coînviction,. the location bein z necessary.

fl/, lier IoWNsHEN, j. refusing- the . motion
1. The offieice was sufficiently stated.
2. 'l'le niagistrae did what iras iihîi tlie nîeaini. i of 0e la'v Mitb

respect ici reducinig the charge to mriting.

3, *lhat the locality was sutficientiv set frmh.
Stilseqîentl%' the mton w~as rceve efor c .î il in .i : ., b. eln

the additional grounid was urgced that the mnagistrate, m-hen bie ohtainied the
prisoner's consent to be tried before hiii, did not informi lier of lber right to
a trial b>' jury alternativelv wiîîblier riglit to lie tried siîiîna rilv bcfore the
magistrate.

1k/t!il, y. I n order to cornstitutc i liec rime charzed it iin ost açipear that
the place referred to was a place tised for tlhc pîirposcs of lîrostitwtion. and
that the statement in conviction ivas int-oimplete.,

2.ý 'l'lie option of a jury 'trial should have hcen giveni to liriso)ner bV
thie miagistrate lîeforc obtainiuîg ber c'onsent tù, lie tried suiînar;ly before
him and this ot having bieen done the prisoncr timist lie ischargcil. iw
(Qurell V.&cs~I (189 8) 1i, 'l. 582, followîcd.

The follo%%ing cases were relied oin as esîtablishinig the practice with
regard to reneîving ai) appîlic-ation before anoîhier judge whciî the applica
tion has lîeeîî refuse(] ii the fiist inst~anice. ( .i.v v. 11e,,kç 15 App. Cas.
514 : Re A4. A .11cnze, z R. Sz G'. 431 /î Ar Po7mik, l ILUK. 2!2.

1>0wei. lor jirisoiier. (uifoîr A'ttoriicv C eiiral.

Chanul~~~ ôrs ~etrIcJ.Nv. 2. j go2.

A'ccnz, m-/ keïp tiiepea, e 1'Criu o ,tiçnz</'ot o(

I efendant Nvas orderedj to cnter îîîto a re ciiaiu h surcties 10

kcep the pe.ice towairds G. anîd î:ay t;., tle I)roseciitor, îhe sîîîî Of $1,42
for bis ('0515, andi(in refusaI or iiegle<'t to einter ino siîcb recogiiaiîce an d
to find siîch securities fortbwitlb, and if the said sont for un0st: wcrc 110Otm
paid fnrtbhvîth tu lic imîîrisnned for one nionth uîiess saiîl rc<'ogniizaice
was soolier entcred int andI said suretius sooner bonid anîd siid son for
rosts .soiner jîaid. I )fenidant, having rcfîîscd tocomnply witb thle order, was
COmmîîiited to jail tîtîder a warrant of commit menit iii the' ternis of and


