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ilIGII COURT DI1VISION.

BOVI), C. D1)ECEmBKRt 21ST, 1 9 l5.

abil i lu Iohrn Famr 8 liiny h s ou'n J>rodiiu< .Loipol AcI,
JJ{O. 1914 ch- 192, sec. 420, soL secs. 6,7'Trf'-
'O0tlur Pei-,ons'' ''"Truadîng Perso)?,'' -Goodç, Wa7(rts,

and Jflrciwiulisc.''

Case sfated by tiae Police Magist rate for fIhc Town of( oat
ýon the applicaition of the l)roseeutor, aftei' t1w dîsissal; by Ilin
iiistrfiate of a charge laid againsi the defcînlaîîi oif cfiuring

for sale goods or ierehandisc iii the said tom-i, withont, hav iiga
traniisient trader 's license, contrarv to a, traniisieiit t radiers' 1) v-lawx
of' fte town, J)assed l)ursuant to anîd following the wvording- of
secv. 420, suh-sees, 6 and 7, of the Munieipal Aet, 1.S.0. 1914 eh.
192.

The defendant was a fariner ami fruit-grow er at M isb
flic Province of Ontario, and fthe goods which hc offcied for sale,
bY an agent, in Cobalt, were apples grown by hini af <1rirnsby,
Thle apples were flot hawkcd about, but werc sold front a car oit
thec railway traek f0 ail corners.

The question askcd bY the miaist rate -h, el ber be w'as
right, as a iniafer of law, in disnissing fhe case.

The case xvas heard in thec Weckly Court at Toronto.
W. J. Tr-enieear, for the prosecutor.
il. F,. Rose, K.C., for the defcndaîit.

TîwCîAni~î said that the eistiii l this Province as
to thli regulaitiotn of petty traders; had b:een1 of unjform char-
acter froîn the earicst statute iii 1816 (56 (Ico. 111. eh. 36) to
its lafesf developmneiî in the Municipal Acf, 1.S.0. 1914 ehi. 192,
sec. 420, suli-sec.s. 6 and 7. Ileerîw w i ate to the varions
staitufes and to Atforiiey-Gelneraýl v. Toiîgui (1823), 12 Priee 51,
60, 61 ; Attorneyý-Ceneral v. Woose(1827), 1 Y. . 46;
Manison V. Hope (1862), 2 B. & S. 498.

Th'le enaetînents as to hawkers, peirs, and t rangient ftraders,
are in pari mat cria and should bie si) vonsfrued in considering
flie question involved in the eaue.


