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if the contention Of the Crown as to the 1-aw is correct, ]le
upon the facts proved, find both the oÀcused guiltY.

I am of the opinion that it is nOt neces9ary for us to'

any of the first three questions, which. relate to ýt+hh',e.. P

taken by the County Court Judge for the UP Of

vacancies caused by the absence of three members Of the

tory Board of Registrars, and alleged irregularities

observance of the Manhood Suffrage Act.The fourth question is as follows: -Were the P

before the said W. G. Merritt, as said 1.1egistrar, judieial

ceedings es defined by sec. 171 of the Cri.inai Code

ada 1 be
The 11judicial proceeding" in whieh periury Viay

mitted is defined in sec. 171 as a proceeding which is bela

fore any pergon acting as a Court, Justice, Or trbulue

power to hold sueh judicial prSeedingy whether duly 80
instituted

or not, and whether the proceeding was duly

before such Court or person so as to authorise it

such proeeeding, and although such proceeding

wrong place or was otherwise invalid.
The words I'ju&eial proeeeding" in the fo

were interpreted by the Supreme Gourt in a ecfflo

The King, 33 S.C.R. 228, in which a Justice 41 ettb:

pointed for a group of eounties sat in a eýM whiCI4

to the provincial Act creating the offence ' could be

by a Justice rSiding in the eounty in which éthom lied-

eommitted, wherm the Justice Who tried the cm

istered the cath actually resided in another coun«O'

It was admitted that he had no jurimaietion, On d

tribunal de jure; but, because he was & tribunal de

wu exerciaing. judieial functions, tbe coue beld

a "judieial proeeeding," and that the ReOn"d "0

victed of perjury.

Following this decision, as we MuSt dop tbe

abov"uoUd thould be amwered in 1ýhe

County Court Judge abould bave faund the deend*'
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ing for the Mme conclusim
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