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MAGISTRATES' CASES.

McDougall, Co. J.) REO;. v. Nua.tNov. 2, 189.

Sçale If li'uar çuithin jpreibiled hours-R. S. . e. 245, s. 9 5 -R.S. 0., C. .73,

The defendant was chs.rgod with selling liquor during l' rohibited
heurs. The prosecuter failed to' establish any sale b>' the evidence of the
witness te whom, it s said the liquor was sold on the day charged. The
defendant was then put in the box, and whilst denying the sale to the
witness, admitted in answer to a question (which was objected tô, but
which objection was overruled,) that he had sold liquor te other persons on
the day in question. On this evidence he was convicted.

On motion to quash this conviction,
!idd, that the conviction was right, and the application mutbe dis--

missed with costs. The defendant was a competent and cempellable
witness, and could proper>' le convicted upon his own admission of a sale
or sales upon the day in respect of which an illegal or prohibited sale was,
charged. Q&<een v. Hazen, o0 A. R. 633 referred to.

.Uaverson for defendant. Rasey for the Crown.

ftOVa cta

SLIPREME COURT.

FuIl Court.] QrJEEN V, BOWMAN'.ý [Nov. 22, 189..

CriMiPta! Code, S. 210, S-S. 2-Failure ta provide neesçairies fo,. wi/e.-.
11,1rdr "likeéy to be permane'tty h'jured"- Quesfians af/att for fudge.

Defendant was tried and convicted by the Judge cf the Count>' Court
for District Ne. i on a charge preferred under the Code, S. 310, S-$. 2, for
having omitted, without lawful excuse, to provide necessaries for hiswifé, in
consequence of which her health was likely to be jiermanently injured. The
evidence showed that defendant who was in regular receipt cf wages.
amnounting te six dollars per week, refused to make any provision for his
wifé, at a time when she was pregnant and incapacitated for work.

Hel, i. There was evidence upon which the judge could properly find
against the accused.

2. The words 11likely te b. permanentl>' injured» have no technical
meanîng, and that in ever>' case it is purel>' a question cof fact whether the
acts proved are of such a. character that the health of the wife is likel>' by
reason of those acts te be permanently injured.

3. As te the excuse set up, that it was a question of tact as to whiclr
the judge had te decide as te, its sufllciency.

PoWer, for the prisoner. Longley, Attorney-General, for the Crown.


