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APPELLATE DIVISION.

SwOM) IVISIoNAL (,'017rT. F BimiARY 16T11, 1916,
REX v. P>OLLOCK.

Crimimal Lau,-Diýeposiny of Trading >S'Umpý ('riwmdm1 Code,
3eCC. 335(u), 505-V1otiny 'ns-Ùet-P<mun'

Case stated l)y thé Senior Judge of the 4'ouiit.\ ('ourf of the
Couuity of York, before whoin, without a jury, th(.e dvedantf with his own consent) wau tried on the 8th I)vme,1915,
upori a charge that "he did, dircetly or îiidirvetlvisue give,
,seil, or otherwise dispose of tra4.ing stanîps to oîw Monitgomcry
and others, being nmerehants or dealers iii goodls, fort use in their
business, oontrary to the ('riminal (Code."

The t'-owýn, eoiîtcnded that a systeni adopted 1)y tht' dufeu-
ant of distrihutiiîg prizes and issuing voting tiekets otiud
a violation of sec. 505 of the Code.

li 'y sec. 335 (u), "trading stanips'' ineludes, besidles itadig
stamrps -ommronly so-eailed, any forin of asreipreccipt.

cunpreinuin ticket, or other devise, (lesig-nedl or Inede o
bew given 1to the purchaser of goods by* the vvendor thlereof or his
employee or agent, and Vo represent, a discount, on the prive of
auch good4 or a. prcminim Io the plirclielmi t»hercoýf, whljch is ret-
decnmable, " etc.

The deétendant contended that the e\ideuveieloe votinlg
cont.est or -ouipetition, and that thc voting tieke(t gi\v to a pr
clisser of goods did not epsntcither a discmunt or trciumiiii
on thé pr-ic of the goods puvchasüd, anti was haukiiig li ill
éléments ecsryto constitute it a tr-aditig stanip.

The, (Coutnty Court Judge found tht' defu*dant -guiliv'' as
e-harged(; and, at the rcquc st of -ounsel for, the defndnt r
aerved th(, question whcther there wals mlny viec upon whiolh
the defendant could properl * be eonvived of, theofec vlhar-gc
---mnlkingý the, chargp-sheet mnd deposîtionýlsa part of the ae


