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2. Right of defendant to prove 
plaint'ffguJty 0fthe criminal £
fauf ]-In an action for maUcious pro-

5^ts^ïs*:
The learned Judge at the trial ' f?amye* — Workmen’s Com- 

ruled that the. defendant could not CtZvbM' 1Vria Acl~R°rd 
go mto evidence to contradict plaij tion 0/ exPe^
tiff on his statement as to theper- fit 1—Tim nl %■?’' mate™*‘bene- 
jury, or to establish the truth i!,l* d“e Plalntiff s son, who had
the facts desired to be set „n _ 22/?? °f. a8e> ™ killed by a„

ÆeW, that the ruling- 6n? ln fc^e defendants’ machinequalihcation « t^bLd^t PoT" !*“

malicious pr^mtion Tnofto * d P u vi?U8‘y he h'< wMe^ttendhig 
tg prove the plZtiff-s L^“ “hool, worked on his father's farm* 
cHarged in tlle criminal pr„ct,dhiwL™lTa3 >“ U8?al^ do- without

®»*^F|$t£s8s
Quaere, as to the onus hein» «nü™.!'*'*'18 three or four years 

the plaintiff to establish hk,L,“, “acquMne'r"“W|li]e5°4aged

~ âSSSifSSSlsriÏ
at home as usual.

In an action by his father as
&0^srerdam^f-

Reid, that he could have no re»
oüsçfH-a-»».

™”0nSUit Was " to be’

Per Pboudfoot, J., a notice of 
action under the Workmen’s Com 
pensa tion for Injuries Act does not 
require to be signed or to be on behalf

marriage.
See Husband and Wife, 1.
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MANDAMUS.

t
Remedy by action.!—See Mmtr 

oifal Corporations, 1.I s
See Voters Lists.


