
THiE ONTAIO !WVRKLY NOTES.

(1876). 34 Mieh. 296; Loose v. The State (1903), 120 WVis. 115;
ami said that the evidence was admiissible, and the question
must b)e aniswered in the affirmative.

It wýas argu-ied for- the Iwisoner that the omission to inuluide

sce, '212 of the C'ode ini the provision (sec. 984) whieh miakes il
comipetenit for, a Judge or jury to Înfer the age of a per-son

froin his appearanee, shewed that this class of evidence wvas not

admiis.sible. That contention was not well-founded. The secotion

dous not exelude any other class of evidence by law admissible,
but proivides a ineans of determining the age whcre other, vom.

petent evidenee is not obtainahie.
Couvicton~ affirm cd.

OCToBER 28TH, 1915,.

0111TII v. CITY 0F WINDSOR.

Jliqhwa1j-Nomr péirý-Co rnc 0î Kivalk Wn City Src -eflc

10 Rou1 jhen ý Siorfaci IMtingelroa Conditio)t.N'Otice b Io

CorpoationInj Io lu Person-Knou'ledge of Dneoe
fon ilni R csonbhCuire-M îndci pal Act, R.S.O. 1914

chi. 192, sec. 460.

AI'IPVAL by the defendants froum the judgrnent of Si'TIIFR-

bNJ., 8 O.W.N. 574, 24, OULR. 245.

The aJpeal waS hear'd by MmEEITH, (J.O., GAR.ROW. MIAC..

LAREN, 'MÀrn*, anld IIÎuNJJ.A.
P. 1). D)avis, for. the appellants.
Gý. A. Urquhar0, for the plainiff.

THw COURT disniissed the appeal with costs.

OCToBER 29TH, 1915.

BRYM'.NER v. THTOMPSON.

Lamilord and Tnn-Laeof Flat in Bitilding-Implied Stip.

ation (o P'urnè'ih Heat--Collateral Contrat-tatte of

Frauds-Daages for Inadequate Heating.

Appqeal b)-y thie defendant fr-om the judgment 01 MIDDLrON,

J., 34 0...194, 8 0.W.N. 527.


