
1897A gains, this division appeal was brought, and hfft*d on Septem­
ber tth, 1897.

Lohnutn, for appellant.

Dickson, for respondent.

The appeal was dismissed, the Court agreeing with the view 
taken by Morice, J.
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HAWKERS—TRADERS—LAW No. 4, 1894, § 22. 1397

Haivhers are not traders u-ithin the meaning of sect. 22 of Law No. 4 of 1894, 2 September,
and are not obliged to keep the books required by that section.

This was an appeal from the decision of the Special Landdrost of 
Barberton. The appellants, who were hawkers by occupation, had 
been convicted of a contravention of sect. 22 of Law No. 4 of 
1894, in that they had not kept proper books.

Wessc/s, for the appellants.

De Waal, for the State.

Ameshoff, J.: In the strict sense of the term the appellants 
may be traders; but it cannot be said that they are bound to keep 
books, and therefore no books are suitable to them. The appeal 
will be allowed.

Jorissen and Esser, JJ., concurred.

Attorneys for the appellants: 1 th and Wessels.


