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hank or Iwnking asswiation who violates any of th«- pro­
vision* of tlii» Mvtiou, i- guilty of an act of embezzlement 
of tin1 public money so <|< po-ite.l, loaned, transferred. used, 
converted, appropriait<1, or ap|)liecl, and -b ill be punished 
a- pri-crilied in -cetion tiftv-four Inmdriil ami edghtv- 
eigldt.”

This section is the counterpart of section Ô4SS, which i- 
the emliezzlement section.

On this other grotiiul also, ......... . to await sur­
render would be grantcil, provided all other conditions for 
extradition would have been complied with.

TIECKIVIXO.

The extradition of the accused i.- lastly -ought for the
reason that they are accused of ......iving from Carter money
fraudulently obtained, to wit, the $070,7 In.no paid over to 
them by Carter on July Gth, 1 sil7, knowing the same to 
have been stolen.

This reason docs not appear to have lient set in the 
information and complaint us a special cutt-e for asking the 
extradition of the accused. The charge, though, is made 
in sulistancc, and the fraudulent payment by Carter of this 
money, and it* acceptance by the accused, are mentioned 
as overt acts of the conspiracy. The supplementary infor­
mation and complaint made in this case, after the judgment 
of the Privy Council, for a warrant to re-arrest the accused, 
contained a count for the fraudulent receiving of thi- money, 
which was mentioned in tin - new warrant of arrest, ami at 
the- argument Counsed for the- prosecution declares! that they 
were asking extrailitiein oti the gmnnil of fraudulent reeciv- 
ing also. It is tlm prnetiec in Canada for magistrates hold­
ing preliminary investigations, to esimmit for all the offemces 
proven by the evidence adelnessl, whethe r tlmse otTemees lire 
mentioneel in the information eir not, and even for totally' 
elifferent offences, omitting that or those mentmnid in the 
information.


