
RI]X v. PdJLLh'UR.

for tu nagitrae.the police court nlot being a court of record;
ta m was iiniateriai whiether there was or wvas flot an informiation

in1 the poic ,ourt proceedings, and consequentiv proof of it was
ulilte unneiicessarýy; aund aiso that in a case such'as this iii whiclî

,he erre-r could havec beeu corrected when the objection was made,
ilhe piroper course iî, to permît it to bc corrected, flot to aid in a

I>ECi'_MBtii 31sr, 1909.

TIEX v. 1>AILLIiUI.

Cr,înlLaw-.Iteinpt Io ( outit Ince.st- Eide,îci' cf f lde
cf endr ear~ ~urobruIon'~t~enen IadebyChild-

Eî*r'dence of -Indictable Offence.

Teprisoner, with his own consent, was tried before the junior
JtUdg of the (?ountv C'ourt of Carleton, uinder tlii prov isions of

J'artN XVI1. cf the (-rîiina[ Code, upon a ( arg o having at-
îeînptedinces ] ils daug]îter JToliette I>aii leci, aid was fcad

,Jictl ' i>illur w a.s betweeu ' aui 8 vears ofr eat lier
i~deiic andl,- thati of Bessie Areiiaisky, a child of i' wasreeied

tiionglu o>t ,il giye o atti, the irndJllilIge being cf pinon tt
tue(' weor4c oî~~ese f suifflict înc!gneto utf Aercp

tie - cftwr cv1denic, and iiuestood the duty cf q)eainlg 1hue

fi w ~ obcd on behiaif cf tlu priscier thiat their eiec
w-a ne crrcoraed iii 1 Infai ai teo flu extenrituie bv

thtlia, natllnenîs gvrinisadsiobut; ie ieredJudews

cf ~ ~ ~ ~ frn thhctrrepinin

nuth cma iigd, ]t bing objecwdi1)' one plialf cf the prisoner Tad

mc~~po whc fli tiard iltoloa kie

hiefnic îg qe-ioîsfoi- the opiioni cf the Cor cýlA'f Appeal:


