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which Hinton was able ta miake, and which he did make, to the defendant
was no longer what 'ne had been told by Robinson, but what had passed
by the plaintiff in his own, presence.»

Trhis decision invot-ved-the -reve-rs-a ýl' the judgmieint in -the E c (j (t4r
Chamber, which had upheld the view nf the nmajority of the judges of tkle
lower court, who had adopted the theory that Ilyou can never proceed on
hears-ty evidence, when. you haveï a good opportunity of testing ihr.ý
accuracy or the hearsay eviclehce 1)y lekamining the person who is rc)ru.
sented to have said such and said things."

Somne of the autherities are, however, much more fav'eurabl
te the defenidant than the rationale of this case would secrn
indicate.

Thus there is an old ruling te the effeet that where a father preferrt t)
r an indietnient of rape against the plintiff on the complaint of his daughter.

a girl of eight years of age, it was lield that the action cotuld net he niiii
tained, although the court was of opinion that the father was too creduloi!,

~r ~in causing an indictrnent to le prefèrred on the comiplaint or so oung i
girl. (i) So evidence of an acconiplice or tainted witness, leven if utiur
rohorated, and therefère not sufficient te sustttin a conviction. i,; held !(

jWarrant the preferring or a crirninal charge. (J) Se a defendant shn«s-ý
probable cause for instituting a prosecution rer irson where he acted bona,
flde upen stateints niade by convicts during the tertu of tlicir irnprisim
nient, even though they were net sworn, and were not legally cotipettmýl
without a pardon, te be received as wittnesses, (k)

'1 he duty' te verif>' information is v'ery Iprop)crlv legardetI ;i,
imperative %vhere the iniformaticu is rtzceived through in annn'tl -

lu1 .1u action for preïenting a petitien te wind up a cOln1pany, th'.
question whether the defendant who liad signed a transfer of shares, aiul
handed it te his brokers, and had not received hack the poiwer iu te.n
or eleven days, is entitied, in the ordinary course or business, tr
a,à.unie without further iuquiry that the transfer had flot heen effettua),
e'.'ei though the brokers had toki himi that 'liey could net dispose of thu
shares, is a question raising an issue of fact fer the jury, tond tiniess h' i,

r''fouuid net te be so entitl,-d, the judge ought te holi that there was n(l
reaseniable cause for the defendant to suppose that he %vas still a shar':

'4'.î utR f3x1' lV'dfCo.jc.
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