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The unly evidence of the age of the socIldninor is his own-
lie says lie " will be 18 years of age on the 2Uth January, 1910." 1
have great doubt-more than doubt-wbet fer tlmis testinîony is
proof of the minority of the age of the witness-and 1 have heard
it ruled more than once by Judges of great ability and experience
thiat a w%ïiness cannot bie allowed to testify to bis own age. But

upsethiat to be got over, there is no evidenc!e that the aecused
kniew thiat flie young mani was under 21, and notie that lie was
apparently under 21. It may bie tluat the young muan appeared to
thle Police 'Magistrate to bie under 21 ; we have nu evidenee of that;
and ini anY case we are flot deterinining an appeal f roin the Police
Magistrate. 1 do not ut ail hold that the Police Magistrate hadl thec
right to det4ermine without evidence and upon lîis owni view that
thie younig iant was apparently under 21. There is no nece(ýsity

of epresîgant opinion upon that point. Rex v. Turner, 1 19101O
iK. Bý. 362, lnay be looked at on the point.

There was nothing but some writing before the 'ouinty Court
Judge, and hie could not see the person-for aniytingi that ap-
pearedl before hlm hie rnav have looked 30 or 35., Anîd ait ionglî
lie miighit disbelieve, as the Police Magistrate did, thie e,\îdonue of
?Farrell, whlo said, " Tlîey are ail big enougli to go to %work, 1 thiiik
they are ail 21 years oid ini appearance," lie couid flot hoid thlait this>
evidenee proved the opposite: Gilbert v. Brown, anite 652, at p. G,-)4
ad fin. 'l'le whole effect of disbelieving evïince is to wipe out the
evidence.

Teconclusion of the ('ounty Court Judge being correct, we
are not concerned with lus reasons: Rex v. Boumer, 15 0. L. R.,
321; see p. 322.

Th'le appeal should bie dismissed with costs.
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Css- Mechanics' Liens -Action to En force Lien, - PlTaintiffs
Allowred to) Complete Work pendente LeIcdneof Cosis;
-Deductiont of Defendants' (7osts of Action and Appeal frott
P1aymient Io bc Made.

AýIpeal by the plaintiffs fromn the judgment of the Local Master
at Gdrhin an action to enforce a tien under tHe Mochardes
and Wage-Earners' Lien Act, finding that the plaintiffs had flot
Droved a lien and were not entitled to a lien.
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