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HIGIII COURT 0F JUSTICE.

RJDDELL, J., IN CHAMBERS, OCTOBER 7Tni, 1912.

*RE MeLEOD v. AMIRO.

M1andamiis-Division Coirt -A ppeal from Police Magistr-ate,'s
Conviction-Decision iapon Sufflciency of Informnatiio ond
Complaint-Criminal Code, se c. 7-Msotutonby
Division Court Jadge-Poweer of Higk Court to pevs
Decisio n--Co nsent -Dec is ion o4 Merits, not on PreliminairM
Ploin t.

Motion by Arthur MIcLeod for a mandainus to the Judge
presiding in a Division Court. The motion was made upon con-

ent.

T. 11, Peine, for the applicant.

RIDDEL, J. :-McfLeod laid an informatiomn gainst Amiiro
for operating- hi-, automobile on the highway contrary to the
statute; the accuaed was tried before the Police Magistrate at
-Napmne and convieted, hein,- flned $10 and coats. No objection
wa taken before the Police Magistrate "s to any defect in formn
or substance iu the information.

An appeal was taken to the Division Court of the division,
unider sec. 749(a) of the Criinial Code. The Division Court
Judge (the Judge of the County Court of the County of Front-
eac)e mat to hear the case. Counsel for the appellmumt (Ainiro>
tqok oôbjetion to the information and complaînt as insufficient
in. fori and in substance. No evidence was takeni; although
ounsel for the informant requested that the merits on the facts
should b. gone int>, the Judge refused; and the appeal m-as

*T b. reported in the Ontario Law Reports.


