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vote. Whlile the deciîsion of the Divisional Couirt on the
r branchles of the case rendered it unneevesrv toi consider
question, so far as, theý resuit was concerne, it demend it
aiffieient imlportnme to justify a deterinination upon it.
Kitlbout utieingi. upon any extended dicsin I think it
e suf1ceint f'or me to say that 1 entirely grewith the con-
ion of the Divisional Court upon the question, as vxprussed
Lie opinion of Teetzel, J.
rhev resit upon the whole is, that the or<Ier of the Divisional
Kt ahoiil be set aside, and that the County Court Judge
id be left ait liberty to certify the resuit of the scrutiny to
concil.
iut, ini view of the varying and conffiieing opinions and
apparent difflculty in solving the question at issue, there
Md be nio eosts of any of the proceedings.

iÂARRw and ~LuiJJ..A., agreed with the conclusions of
i, C..O for reaisons stated by eaeh in writing.

IÉuwn'Tu, J.A., dissente1d, uipou the first ground of appeal,
the xnajority of thle Court of Appeal, and agreed with the
of thle D)ivisionail Court. Upon the other gzromfnd, as to

'ighit to inquireý how theo persons not enitledý( to vote mnarked
ballots, lie agreed wîth the view of TEELýi, J., mdoptedi b)y
ajority of thie Court of Appeal. Mas reasons were given

[ÀoLw~,J.A. ageedwith .I -mEDIT1I, J.A.

ppel alowd;M.w~n ;Mad MEREDITI!, JJ.A., de'ss, lllilg.
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iiaal Lw-ï9pling "Driu g or oiherNoisThn -
AIbartioin-Crimikial C'ode, sec. 305-Poïso-Evidene-
Convition.-Motiom for Leave to Appeal.

lotion 1y thNfe defendant by* way' of ippeal fromn thei refuisal
e Chairiinani of thle Wenitworthi Sessions to state aq case for
opaiderttiOn Or. thle Couirt, for leave to appeail froin thLe con-
in and for a direction to thie Chaiirmian Io state a case.
he conviction was under sec- W.5 of the Criminial Code,
ýprovides that "every- one la guilty of anr indictable offence

[jet~o two years' imnprison ment Nvho unlawfully supplies
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