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So far as the verdict ig concerned, the sole question submitted is,

ad the Jury power to a verdict of common assault upon this 4

Andictmeny for rape 7

e

The abolition of the distinction between felony and misde-
Meanour, by sec. 14 of the Crimina] Code, and the Provisions of
Other sectiong of the Code, remove the objections which formerly
4Ppeared to eyig. The first question should be answered in the

. The evidence referred to in Paragraph 4 of the case was inad-
- Missible, i g, circumstances, and should have been rejected.

'Ijhe effect of the answers to questions 1 and 2 being that the
Gollvm.tion for common assault stands against the Pprisoner, the
Ilficessq:y for answering the third question does not arise. The

; CLAREN, J -A., gave reasons in writing for the same conclu-
Slong,

GARRow and Maegg, JJ A., also concurred.

i MEREDITH, J.A., for reasong stated in writing, agreed that the
firgt Quest; :




