
any possible mrisapprehtension as to the nature of the trans-
action ont the 8th, and it real bearig oit the oecurrence8 of
the llth wasexplained. The prisoer adnitedtheat le
was to corne tA her house un t il th> Awngut in ordoer to re-
Ceive payumnt of the Si6 A ut lier deferîc was that lY dd
not corne and was not there lit ail on that day. This wals
the real issue which the jury had tg) deterînlino, and it was4
fairly and properly presexîted to then Ily the learned Judge.

On the whole case we thuk toiat there was no mniscarriage,
and that we ought to refuse the application.

Ocrnu26T11, 1903.
CAS

RX V. BULLOCK.
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Appeal by Bullock and Stvnthe prisoners, froin con-
victions by, the Judge of the county Courd of Waterlo, in
the County J udge's ('riniAl Court, un two separate charges
of receiving stoln goods kiiowiing thern te have beeni stolen.
The prihoners were acquit ed on a third charge, orf house-
hreaking and stealing.

'rte first charge was of having on the 9)th _.Novemiber, 1902,
received tobacco stolen froîin eue Jamnes -Johns, The second
charge was of having on '23rd October, 190-2, reeived three
razers stolen froin one Leoinard A. Macdonald. And th(,
third chiarge was oï having ons the '23rd Octoher broken and
entered the shop of Thoumis Hiniton and stolen a quantity
1J ginger aie and lemlon Sour soda.

Tl'le trial took place on the 27th 1)eceimber. The accu-
matiens or indietrnents on which dhe l)risen~ were brnogt
beflore the Judge were or breakiiig and unterinig the sheps of
the respective persons rnentioned SiAh Sitnt tu steal Imt
mith the consent of the Judge the fuithier charge of receÎv--
ing was added in the first two cases.

Alter 4tating, the evidence in the first case, that is, the
tobacce case, tie leurned Judage made the following state-
suent: Y1 fnd in myv note book that at the close o! the case
for the Cown it is uoted that 1 disînised the0ihare cf shop
breaking as charged in the first count, and fouiid a prima
facie case for receivinig stoleni tebacco, as charged in the sec-
ond conupt made eut. The caue was then adjourned to 30th
Pecembher at 10 a-m. te let in evidence for the defence. This
,vicknce consistel diefy of evidlence of relations and fIdends


