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of the Ontarlo Temperance Act, aLs for a firsi offence. Upnthe
appicaionof the County ('rowni Attorney, the JuIstice's prnte

the charge'4 IW( 14e withdrawýn, apparently ini order that a new charge
mniglit. 1ie laid as-, fo)r a se-cond offence. When the charge ma with-
drawn, the acuetf t the Umrt, and it wa-s susqeîyar-
raniged b,-iete -'\r. K3. thev defenrdant's -ouitisel, and ilie ()ounty
Crown Atitorney that, if a now charge wslaid. Mr. B. wud
try and arrange>r 110 take. t(, marier III mil the- 15tlh JuIy.- A new

infrmtin as laidi on[ thlOh Ju0 y and a summon111S tsu
the dfdarerabeon tho, 1Sth JJyIN ait 'Madoc. Tlhis wals
giien,. on thg, 101h Jul, a corvstable Io serve, and on the 13th
th(. constable seorved il by Ieavin1g it wýith the, defendant's wife at
fis bouseý( M Madoc, flir de(fendi(ant himiiself being thienase.

'J'lere %%as no4 evdec 41sew. that the volistable mado any
effort Wf find bbce defenidant or t 1larn whether or not the summons()1,

mrid on l1iv wife wvoul corne tu the dvfendcant'si notice in rime
for thiv 15th. Thle County ('rown Attorney coannrnraiicatcd %\ith

'Mr. B , vy aoehnd they wvent togetIher tu Madoc on the
ltWhen the case wais ealled, the defendant diii not. appe'ýar,

hut M.B. diii not aisk for an adjouirnvit on that grolund,
bv1.ieîig that ic djefendant wouhld appear liefore the proceedlinga

wcrt conludeiiid. 'Ihle conistable testificd to the, Service of the
sumons ripai thewif of the defendant, 1 eeuo Mr, .

ojetdthat iic service( hadi not lculegs]; buIt Ille Justices
prcedc ith th(, trial, ndii Air. Bi. rernainied ai cosexnie

toof ltev (ronswtees "s et 0obeto, incanling
his oecinto ldiing ol>lige'1 if prmed.

Mt Lhe cose oif th rcedns teutie oinlyador
for adudcaio" nil the lQth uyami on bte l9th .hll

aoundagaini unltul the '221d muiy .n which d'IV tbey fouind titeý
dfdatguilty, itiud, proo)f of a covcinfor a previous oflence

being gieth(y found hiln guilty ' 0(f at seconid oflence, ai
aentnce hl W 6 onthaimpiouet

If thle reu ort f the conviction depended upon bbcg proof (if
service of l Stu sunuonls, it WoUktj le difficuiit Wo support il: see ec
65S of the ( 'rininial ('ode: thr a oeiec hthe defendant
cold flot "conven111iitlyý lûie et anh; sd the defendant, by

aflidavit, denie, thelb surnunon,; bad corne Wo bis knowlIedge
be-forc thv convi-tlin.

Butt ilwa contcnded tat th., appeakrance by 'Mr. BK as ,ounsèe(l
for theg dfdat atheb hcaring on lte 151h Jl'a a avr of

imy iIegl r; li h vic of the. summiions: liegina v. Dolherty
18),3 (san. Ci iii. Cas 'mm.

The lcarnedt-f Judge gave elTeet b dbits contention. ()I the cvi-
dencte, MNr. Bi. bad ample a&thority n ntutos iedfnii
dlid flot repudiato 'Mr. 13.'m auitboirit,y W, appear, and Mr. 13, mevrely


