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KENNEDY v. DAVIS.

Parliamentary Elections.-Jztdgmeflt Voiding ElecUîon-JJis-
solution of Legislatureý-Effect of on Pending Appeal--
Gosts.

Aftdr an appeal by Davis, the member elct, from the
judgment of the rota Judges at the trial voidfing his election
hadl been argued and was standing for judgment, the Legis-
lative Assembly was dissolved.

S. B. Woods, for the petitioner, the respondent upon the
appeal, contended that the effect of the dissolution was that
the appeal could not be proceeded with, and the judgment of
the trial Judges stood una:ffectedl.

A. B. Ayleeworth, K.C., for the appellant, contended
that the appeal was but- a step i the cause, and, the wheole
proceeding dropped by force of the dissolution.

The judgment of the Court (Mess, C.O., OsLEit, MAC-
LENNAN, GARROW, MACLAREN, JJ.A.), was delivered by

OSLER, J.A.-pon the autherities it seems clear that no~
efletivè judgment could 110w bc given upon the petition

eitie b dimisig i o b useamgth repodet. The

andhhe the case is thenae erec weCUI te dizis t.Ihav co

give judgment nunc pro tune, as of the day on which we
reserved judgment and tIns pronounce a judginent in
which we inight dispose of the cests of the appeal; but, ou
reflection, this course is net open te us. To justify us i
dOing that, Our judgnient should be one i its nature effective
for soea purpese in relation te the relief sought by the peti-
tien. On the whele, therefore, I tbink we should,àmrply
inake no order. #


