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mupplied the broughasn with- a knowl-edge that d
it would be, as in fact it was, u8ed by her asd
part of her display to attract men :-Hegd e
that the plaitatiffe coiild not recover. Pearcet
v. Brooks, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 213.

NegZigence-Dangeros Imimrmen.-Thei
defendant expose in a publie place for sale,
unfenceci, and without superintendence, a
machine which might be set in motion by any
passer-by, and whieh was dangerous when in
motion. The plaintif,> a boy four years old,
by the direction of hie brother, seven years
o]d, placeci his fingers within. the machine,
whilst another boy was turning the handie
which moved it4 and his fingers were crushed:
HZd; that the plaintiff could flot maintain
any action for the injury, thé accident being
directly caused by his own act. Mangan v.

1ierion, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 239.

Corenant--NuZlity of -Marriage.-To an
action on a covenant made by the defendant
in consideration of hie daughter's marriage,
the defendant pleadeci that the marriage was
nul] and void by reason of the impotence cf
the husband, without stating that it had been
avoideci by the sentence of any Court, or that
either of the parties had elected to treat it as
void :-Held a bad plea, on the ground that
whether, as between the parties to it, sud
marriage could or coulci net be treated as
absolutely nuil and voici, it was certainly net
open to a third person to make the objection,
whert neither of the parties concerned had
done acy act to, raise the question. ,Cavell v.
Prince, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 246.

Conraci-Illegaliy- Wager.-The plain-
tiff andi defendant agreeci te ride a race, each
on his ewn herse, both the korses ridden te,
become the property cf the winner :-Hegd
that the contract was void under the statute,
as being 9'by way cf gaming or wagering."1
Coombes v. Dibble, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 248.

Family Bible.-Entries cf pedigree in a
family bible or testament, whidh is produceci
from the proper custedy, are admissible as
evidence, without proof of their handwriting
or authorship. Baron Martin observed:-
Il To require evidence cf the handwriting or
authorship of the entrieqy is te mistake the

istinctive character of the evidence, for à&
erives its weight, not fromn the fact that the

~ntries are made by any particular person, 'but
hat being in that place, they are te, be taken
w assenteci te by those in whose custedy the
mok has been." Hubbarci Y. Lest & Purden,

Law Rep. 1 Ex. 255.

CKOWN CASES ]RESERVED.

Reciming-Jeii IndicimenL-The 24 &26
Vic. c. 96, o. 94, which enacte that, "I
upon the trial cf any two or more personu
i .ndicteci for jointly receiving any property, it
shall be proved that one or more of such per-
sons separately receiveci any part or parts of
such property, it shall be lawful for the jury
te convict, upon sudh indictment, sudh cf the
said persons as shall be proveci te have
receiveci any part or parts of the said property,"1
extencis te cases where, upon an indictment for
a joint receipt, it is proveci that the prisoners
separately receiveci ike wkole of*the stelen pro-
perty. TU& Quesen v. Reardon andZ BZoor, Law
Rep.i1 C. C. 31.

Winesa-Incompcec.-The evidence of
an incompetent witness may be withdrawn
from the jury upon the incompetency appear.
ing during his examination-in-chief, although.
he has been examineci previously on the
voir dire and pronouncçd te be competent.
The prisoner was trieci upon an indictment
charging him with an assault upon a deaf and
dumb girl, with intent te ravish lier. The
girl had neyer been instructeci in the deaf andi
dumb alphabet, but an expert in regard to
coinmunicating with deaf andi dumb persons
belleveci, after testing lier, that he was able
te understand her signe andi gestu 'res, andi to
make himself understood by her. He was
then sworn te interpret, but in the course of
the examination he informeci the Court that
he was estisfied he heci been mistaken, a it
appeareci that the girl answered Ilyes" to
every question, without distinction, Them
Court then ordereci the witnevs8 to, be removed
from the box, andi the trial proceedeci. The
jury having convicteci the prisoner on the
other evidence, the judge reserveci the point
as to the propriety of withdrawing the evidence
cf the girl when she was founci te be incom-
petent. It was helci that lie haci a perfect
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