
RE COOPER AND KNOWLRR.

MERJIDMT, C.J.C.P., at the conclusion of the argument, said
ut a magistrate bas no power to determine how much or how
,tie into3îicating'liquor any one may have. Every one may
6ve as mucli or as littie as he or she sees Eit if it bas been 1aw-.
Ily obtained and is had iu a lawful place for a lawful purpose.

Intoxicatîng liquor iu transit, and under some other circuin-
inoes, may beseized by an offioer if lie believes that it is to be
Id or kept for sale in contravention of the provisions of the
Etario Temperance Act; and, if a magistrate finds, upon a proper
vestigation, that it was iutended that the liquor seized should

80 SOold or kept for sale, he may order that it be forfeited to
is Majesty.

The quantity of the liquor may be cÎrcumstauisial evidence of
e pUrpose for which it is obtained; evidence of more or less
4ight according to all the other circumstances and evidence
the case.
If there is evidence, circuinstantial or. direct or botb, upon

iich reaisonable men could find that therè is no rpasonabIe doubt
at the liquor was to be sold or kept for sale lu contravention
the provisions of the Act, the order of the mnagistrate cannot be
tashed in this Court.
ln these cases there was such evidence, and therefore the

plications to quash the forfeiture orders sbould be refused.

IDE, J. OcTOBER 21sT, 1920.
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pwer-Conveyance of Land in Fée Simple--Hab"ndum to Grantee
for 8uch U8es as he mai, Appoint and in Defata of Appoint-
ment to, Grantee hii8 Heirs and A8signs-Rule in Shelley' s
Case -Legal Est ate in Grant ee-Wife's Righi to Dower-
Vend or and Purchaser--Right of Purchaser to 'Reguire Bar

*of Dower in 'Conve yance 'from Grantee-Attempt to Correc
Conveyance-Absence of Wife--Autharily of Preions Decision.

ORDE, J., lu a written memorandum, said that bis attention
9 been drawn 'to the fact that his judgmeut iu this matter,
ted ante 27, was lu èonfliet with that o! Middleton, J., lu Re
bo<rne and Campbell (1918), 15 O.W.N. 48. The latter cas
,g zot oited on the argument before the Iearned, Judge; and,
Dfn examining it, lie could see no distinction between it aud this
;e. The limitations were the samne, and the only difference lu


