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he issued false tickets to the number of about 50 to the plaintiff,
for which he received $1 each. Smith, the other witnless, tolM a
similar story with regard to other loads: he said lie reeeived $10
for 8 tickets. If the evidence of either of these wÎinesses had
been eontradicted, tÉc learned Judge would have had no hesita-
tion in refusing to aecept it.' The -stories were f ull of contra-
dictions, and the witnesses did flot impress him as beiing reliable;
but the Plaintif was flot called upon to testify in his own be-
halî.

In these circumetances, the learned'Judge said, he had voie
to the conclusion, after gîving proper weight to the fact that the
plaintiff did flot choose to deny the charges made against him,
that upon this unsatisfactory evidence there should flot be a
findig in favour of the defendant eorporationi, upon whom the
onius of proof lay.

'Upon the question of the weight to be given to the testimiony
of accomplices, lie referred te Rtex v. MeNulty (1910), 22 ().L.R.
350; Rex v. Christie, [1914] A.C. 545.

The learned Judge added that lie was flot prprdto Say
that there was not in the testimony of these two wvitnesses sorne
Corro1borationi by eaeh of the story told by the other; but he was

flot dealinig with the case in supposed obedience te aniy narrow
or technical rule; his fin difg was in favour of the plaintiff be-
caýuse he (the learned Judge) was unable to say, that he b...
lievedl the story.ý told by the," two witnesses. Hie finding was

uponi aquestion of fact; he was not to be considered as Iayig
dlowni a rule of law. Sec Myeris v. Toronto 11.W. Co. (1913),
30 O.L.R. 263.

The other two defenees failed upon the evidence.
Judgment for 'the plaintiff for the amount elaimed, with

interest from the 31'stDecemîber, 1914, and costs.


