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the offelider as a trespasser aud eject him, using no unnecessary
force-threfore, that the eonductor had acted n-ithin the scope
of nis authority, and that the defendants wcre responsible for Fis
act.

EXTRADIlTION,-FRA'NCE-PISONER UNDURGOING SENTENCe FOR

EXTRA&DITION CRIME-EscA&PF FROM PRISOS.

Ex parle -Jfnsýer ( 191.5), 2 K.B. 698. This was an :,ppIication
for a habeas corpus hy a person who, having been cor jicted of an
extradition crime in F'rance, while undergoing sentence had
(Sed to England. A magistrate had mnade an order for bis
voinmittal for extradition, and the objeet of the application w-as
to ebtain a review of this order. The Divisional Court (Lord
Ileading, ('.-J.. and Avory and Low, JJ.) lield that the order
linl licen properiv madle and refused the application.

CRIMINAL LAW-INDlEENT EXPOS-,UHE- EvIDENUE-I OF PriEVIOUS

I'tcrkin.,, v. Jecffry (1915) 2 K.B. 702. Tl1 i. was a prosecutiop
for indecent exposuire in July. The prosecutrix ten<lere1 cvi<lence
of herself an'! others tt îat the accused ;jad vomimitteci siiiar
acts in the previous andam on other occasions. wvit h intent to
insuit the pr<)s<(utrix and otlivr fcimaies, and the question wvas
wvhet ber sueh evidence wvas admissible. T11e Di)vision2l Court
tl.r(l Rleading, ('.J., ami Avory and Sankýýy. JJ.) held that the
vvidence of the l)rosve(utrix wvas adissible ft;r tlie purpose of
>hewing that t hit prosecuItrix %va., fot niistaken in lieridpica
tion mnd that what wvas don( %vas done wilfullv and not acci-
(lenta:diy, and t bat it w-as donc to inisiot lier. lBut t lie Cî,urt nieldj
that the evideiire of other witnesses, of prcvious arts of a ,iîiiar
character 1) thle aCClîsC( w-as not adus i uless and luntil
thr< <l(iecfl of alcidenit or mist-ike or an absence of an intention
to insult vas definitriv put forward, and uînless it appeared that
thue otl( r occasion., on wvhich the accuscd liad indeenl exposcd
uiieif %vtert sufficientlv proxirnate tce the coniission of the

alleged offence to shew a systematie course of condue.t.

MA&RINE INSFR-IAN'F.-CON('EALMNIT OF MATERIAI, FAUT- -IN"NO-

cENT MISTAKE AS TO MIATFRIALýITY-" -IEUI) COVEItED?' CLI.ASE

IN POLICY.

JIcritt v. I'boî(191.5) 2 K.B. 739. The Court of Appeal
(Lord Recading, (XJ., liady, L.J., and Bray, .1.) have affirnied the
<levisioji of T3ailbiachie, .1. (1914) 3 K.R. !l'~ (nofed ante p). 145).


