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RE MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE AND N.

Re?)enuc-ýSpeeial War Revenue Act, 191,5, 5 «eo. V. eh. é
14, -15 (D.)-Sale of Propretayly or Patent Medicine-I
to Afflic Revenue Stamp-"Selling Io a Con&umer "-,
Revenue Inspector-Convictjon-Act of Glerk or Servant

An appeal by the Minister from the decision of the
Magistrate for the City of Windsor, pronoînced on thcNoveinber, 1916, dismissing the charge of the appellant a
the, respondent of a violation of sec. 15 of the Special War Re
Act, 1915, 5 Geo. V. ch. 8 (D.)

ISectioni 15 provides: "Every person selling to a consuxn<
bottie or package containîng (a) a proprietary or patent me

... shall, at or before the time of sale, affix to everybottie or package an adhegive stamp of the requisite va]mientioned ini the schedule to this Part."

The appeal w'as heard by SMITH, Jun. Co. C.J., Essex.
Gerald McHugh, for the appellant.
T. Mercer Morton, for George Nairn, the respondent.

SMITH, J[u. Co. C.J., in a written judgmexit, said thnirespondent carried on business as a grocer iii the city of Wiùand on the l3th October, 1916, Ilertuan J. Dager, an is
exnployed hy the Department of Inland Revenue, purchased
a clerk in the emnploy of the respondent a package of health
being a package containing a proprietary or patent me(withiri the ineaning of the Special War Revenue Act, 1915.clerk mnaking the sale to the inspector did not, either befçat the time of the sale, affix a stamp, as required by sec. 15.

The learned magistrate disxniss.ed the charge againsirespondent on the egound that the inspector who made thechase îof the article in questioni was not a "iconsumer> withiimneaning ofse. 14 ofthe Act.
Section 14 provides: "In this section and in the reniasections of this Part, unleas the. context otherwise requireê (i)sumer' niean sa & e&5Qn Who uses (a) a proprietary or p


