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ARulo lu Cr'ini Cases; nlot in Equity.
IlIS is an undoubted mile of law for application i

criminal cases. But in equity we maintain that it isof nlo more validity than if it read,. Iglzorantiafacti nerninern

We are aware of much authority against this statement,aId that the text-writers almost unanimously deal with
Mfi8take of fact, and mistake of law, as matters requiringseparate treatment. For exml, Lord Chelmsford in
C4 .~1n G. W Y. Go., v. Johinson , 6 h. L. Ca. p. Sio, said,
(C.. Istake is undoubtedly one of the grounds for equitable111terfèec and relief; but then it must be a mistake flot inrflatters of law, but a mistake of facts." So also Mr. Pollock,in h

is -sWork on Contracts says, that as a general rule " Reliefla 'ven against mistake of fact, but flot against mistake ofaW,~.~ 3dEd. p. 1i20), and again at page e2•1, " While noanutof mere negligence avoids the right to recover backIllofleY paid under a mistake of fact, money paid under an"IStake of law cannot in any case be recovered."

1zah is proposition is considerably modified in Broom's Legal
lac ts, 2s6.: " Money paid with fuît knowledge of thetbut through ignorance of the law, is flot recoverable~fthere be notuiîng unconscîentioums in thze retaining- of it;
'ad2 fd, money» paid in ignorance of the facts is recoverable,
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