
RjEX P. ('ANTIN.

evnhad Barr the 100,000 shares in hMs hands, lie could have

slfor 8 cents or 1 cent. alwdadteato'd8i8d
~The appeal should be lwe an th acindmied

1LENNox, J., agreed in the restait, for reasons stated in writing.

FERGUSON, J.A., and RosE, j., also concurred.

Appeal allowed.
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*REX v. CANTIN.

*REX v. ýWEBER.

Canada Temperance Act-Mag8irale's c0nVictioflMti>n te

Quash-Right to Cerliorari Taken away bY sec. 148-J urne-

diction of Magistrate--EvideCl of Offence.

Appeals by the defendants froin the orders of LATciiFORD, J.

(l7th November, 1916), and MIDDLETON, J. (8th Decemnber,

1916), in Chambers, refusing to quash convictions under the

Canada Temperance Act, R.S.C.' 1906, eh. 152. The reasOns

for the decision of LATCeiioRD, J., were given xi Re% v. Berry

(1916), 38 O.L.R. 177, ante 158, a case decîded at the sarne timne

as Rex v. Cantin.

The appeals came on for heariflg before RIDDELL and LENNOX,

JJ., FERGusoNq, J.A., and RosE, J.
L. E. Daucey, for the appeliant Cantin.

Glyn Osier, for the appellant Weber.

J. R. Cartwright' K.C., for the AttorneY-Genieriî.

RIIDDELL,, J., read a judgrfleft in which lie said that, on infor-

mnation duly sworn before thxe Police Magistrate for the Township

of HaY, a surnmons was issued against N. Cantin for unlawfully

bringmng întoxicating liquor into the county of Huron, contrary

to the provisions of the Caniada Temperance Act. Cantin duly

appeared before the inagistrate, and evidence was given of the

finiding in lis cellar of beer and whisky to a very considerable


