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YWhat the Divisional Court lias power k do in the one
case it xmay do iu the other, neither more nor leas.
V Thiis seems t bc quite clearfoina prual of the stat1te

~9 Ed w. 'VIl., eh. 3 7, wh ih was the statute iu f orce when.the
applicatin was made.

Jty sec 6 the CJourt, whieh b>y the iterpretation clau~se,
(c) means the H~igli Court, may if satisfied that the evideuce
eablishes the lunavy heyona rea&mnable doubt, inake the

neesr order, or if ot oatisfie, may under ec. 7diect
aissue ko bc tried, with or without a jury, as the Court or the

Judge prosidrng at the trial directs. Sub-sec. 4 dirs ta
2upon the trial of the issue the alleged Iuiciuiti h
jursdcof the orshl.b rouead hl b

Cour or rivaely . . a hepresiding Judge ma~y

IBy sub-se. 6, it la deelared that the practice and proed-
ure as to preparation, entry for tril, and trial of the issue,
and ail the proeeedings icdna theretQ sbaflbethe saine as

i the case of anyotber isu iece ythe ourt or

By sub-sec. 'T, a right of ppealis givn sih s iay be
exrisd4 a party toan acttion ln the aligh Court frm

ju et rendered at or aera tral, ilu gth1eri&ht of

salhave the same or ~ as upop a motionugis a vr

F dge Ïtdose vot deai prvsin iti, hinaurd-

virtue ofCo3I8lidt Rl 498, uponthe applctino

tbe atipnapoe ae en aefrteidl


