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the mode of trial, should give the prisoner ail the information
set forth in paragraph (b) of sub-s. 2 of that section as re-en-
acted by 8 & 9 Edw. VIL. c. 9; and, if lie omita to inform the
prisoner that he hui the option "to reinain in custody or under
bail, as the court decides, to be tried in the ordir 'ry way by
the court having criminal jurisdîction," he doeF lot acquire
juriedictio'i te try the prisoner summarily, aithougli lie consente
thereto, and a conviction following ivili be quashed as made with-

t out jurisdiction.
King v. Wýalsh, 7 O.L.R.. 149, fellowed.
Prisoner flot diecharged, but ordered to be brought again

before the inagistrate for the taking of proceedings de novo.
'~~~- Dewnistoain, K.C., for the Crown. lIcweil, for prisoner.

Pull Court.] f March 7.
IsBTzR v. DomixioN Fisi-i Co.

Negligence-Fire on tvessel--Abse.ice of precau tien against
.spreading of fire-Dangerous conditions-Failure te watm
passes gers te escape.

Appeel from juâgment of M.%ETCALFI, J., noted, ante, p. 38,
dismissed with costs, RiertAiD6, J.A., dissenting.

Flogel, K.C.. and Blackwood, for plaintiff. A ffleck, and
Kemnp, for defendants.

J, KING'B BENCH.

Hetcalfe. .J.1I RE MooaaIt. fFebruary 23.

Exrtradition-A'xtradition Act, R.S.C. (1906), c.155, s. 16-
Proof of foreýqt law-Affidavit erid-ence, i4se of-Grand
larceny-Euidence of guilt, miffciency of-Crininal Code,
s. 686.

1. Proof cf the foreign law is not necessary to shew that
4, "grand lart-cny" is ineluded in the crime cf larceny mentioned

in the extradition treaty between the United States and Great
Britain.

In re Murphy, 22 Â.R. 386, followed.
2. When. ait the. close of the evîdenee for the demanding

country, ait the. hearing of an application for extradition uyader
M the Extradition Act, B.B.C. (1906), c. 155, the judge 08118 on


