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applied to a Km Court in Ontario for
ancillary litters IminUt ration to lmth 
pstn tes and for uthority to deal with
the lands in Oi //</</. that, ha vine
regard to the | ns of clause (trt of
s I of the Hun 1 lut y Act. It. S. <).
1SH7 c. 21 (ins. s. 11 ..f IV2 V. c. t)t,
the lands in <> were suliject to two
duties, as luiviii Ived under two wills.

livid, also, ill provisions of s.-s. 2
of -, tl of 1 Edw e. H were not declara
tory of the previ « nor retroactive, and.
having hecome li *e the two deaths, did
not apply to lhi Attorm y-deneral v.
Theobald. 24 Qi l>. 557, distinguished.
Attorney-tienera Intario v. Stuart, 21
V. K T. 087. 2 It. 41 Kl.

Excise IH Method of assess-
ini/ duty — lira nash-tubs — Liability
»! distiller < rtion o/ statutes,]
Revenue statute not to !.. construed
strictly against own and in favour of
the subject, bill Is* interpreted in the
same way a- <i latutcs: and if on a
proper const nn ' the statute the de
fendant in a p ng by the Crown
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kept therefor, except when there appears to 
be cause to doubt the correctness of the 
quantity so entered wlo-n the inspecting offi
cer is empowered to determine the actual 
quantity of grain consumed in the distillery. 
The duty must be assessed and levied oil the 
quantity of grain so determined, in the pro
portion of one gallon of proof spirits to every 
twenty and four-tenths pounds of grain :— 
livid, that the defendant having accepted his 
license with a knowledge of these provisions, 
was not entitled to relief from the method 
of assessment fixed thereby. /»*. v. Hobitaillc 
(l'.Hf.M, 12 Ex. C. It. 2i;t. 25» C. L. T. 204.

Foreigner Itank deposit.] The Suc
cession l»uty Act. It. S. ' ». o. 21, contem
plates a site or locality living given to all 
kinds of personal property, and that the 
domicil of the deceased owner is not to lie 
regarded. A resident of tile lTilled States 
deposited moneys in certain banks in Ontario 
in interest, and took deposit receipts there
for : Held, on his death in the States, that 
the money- were liable to the Ontario suc
cession duties. Attornry-drneral for Ontario 
V. Aewman, 21) C. L. T. 70, 31 O. R. 340.

Inland Revenue Act intending Art— 
Possession of still — Conrietion—•‘.if an y 
place." |—The defendant was convicted be
fore the stipendiary magistrate in and for 
the city of Halifax, for that lie did. in the 
said city of Halifax, on the 11th Pberuary, 
ls;t2. without having a license under the In
land ltevenue Act then in force, unlawfully

have in his possession, in the city of Hali
fax. aforesaid, a still, situahle for the manu
facture of spirits, without having given mi
lice thereof as required by the Act. the said 
still not being registered under s. 125. The 
prosecution and conviction were under the 
Inland Revenue Act, It S. f\ c. 34. s. 15ft 
(et, as amended bv the Acts of IS'.iK c. 27. 
The Ad ns it originally stood rend, “ Every
one who. without having a license under 
this Act, then in force, has in bis possession 
any such still, Ac., in any place or premises 
owned by him. or under bis control, with
out having given notice thereof, Ac., is guilty. 
Ac." As amended it read “ . . . has in his 
possession, at any place, any such still." 
A--. : Ih hi. sustaining the conviction, that 
the amendment gave the Act a much wider 
operation, and did not confine it to cases 
where the place was owned or controlled by 
the accused : and was intended to cover nil 
cases of actual or constructive possession, 
no matter when the siill was, the words 
"at any place" in the amended Act being 
equivalent to “anywhere:" that the gist of 
the offence was not having iiossession of the 
still in any particular place, bill having pos
session of ii anywhere, or at all ; that the 
intention of the Act was to prevent any un
authorised person from having possession of 
a still, &<•„ in any place, at any time, or in 
any capacity. Itex v. Ilraman. 35 X. K. R.

Inland Revenue Act Officer ailing un
der Search Private residenn ll rif 
of assistance IInquiries Privilege.] - 
An officer of Inland Revenue, acting in good 
faith in the execution of his duty, and under 
competent authority, is not responsible in 
damages for entering a private house and 
making a search therein. A writ of assist
ance, signed by a Judge of the Exchequer 
Court of Canada, ns provided bv the Inland 
Revenue Act. U. K. C. c. 34. s. 74. con
stitutes legal and sufficient authority for n 
search in a private residence. Enquiries of, 
or consultations with, official or other per
sons in the neighbourhood, by a revenue 
officer, with a view to obtaining information, 
arc privileged. The words "any building 
or other place," in the Inland Revenue Act. 
f. 75. include a private residence. Huquennc 
\. Hrabant, 25 Que. 8. C. 451.

Inland Revenue Act Possession of 
still Conviction Jurisdiction of stipend- 
iar/i magistrat! P'unity- Commitment— 
\lisdemeanour Constitutional lair.] -The
defendant was convicted for a like offence, 
committed at the same time, as that referred 
to in Hex v. Itrennan, 35 X. 8. R. KM». In 
addition to the grounds relied on in the 
Itrennan ease, in support of the application 
to set aside the conviction, and for the pri
soner's discharge, the further objection was 
I liken tlmt the jurisdiction of the magistrate, 
by s. 113, was limited to cases where the 
penalty or forfeiture was not in excess of 
$ôimi, whereas reading ss. 121. 15ft. and ftiO 
together, the penally, in this case, would he 
in excess of t lia t amount Also, that, under 
the commitment, the prisoner was required 
to be detained until lie paid a larger amount 
than lie was adjudged to pay. It being ad
mitted that tlu re was a good conviction : - 
III Id. that NS. KNt». Kftii, of the Criminal Code 
applied, and that the objections taken

^


