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COURT 0F APPEÂL.

Ju~e17TH. 1911.

REX v. NAOUM.

Critiai Law-Bi*gcinl-,Firsýt Marriag( in MeôlaE~.
dPie-Admil;oi-Gel-Geiai Laec-l'roof of-Cri t'ial

Code, sec. 307.

Case staited by tiie Junior Judge (if thv Cowity of York, nt
the. request of thie pirisoner, wiio wasi vonvicted on ai charge, of

The case was heard by 'MonCJ0, iusMwAv, and

MÀ ~J.J.A., and MmroJ.
L V. NMeIradyN. K.C., and IL E.,Kitik for t1ii def.n)-

dant.
J,. R. CAU-twriglit. K.C.. for the. Crown.

Tiie judginent of the. Court wçau ciee b ALE

J.A. r-Tii. aeeusied waas eunvicted of biganiy in a vise trivd with-
out a jury in the. Coiuity Judi(gt's Crliinai;jl Cotirt at Toronto.

Tie s4econd iiarriaige at Toronto waa fully proved; a1*> the.

feot that the first wife waas alive wben thia second miarriagre took

place. The. learnvd County Judfge reue-rvedt for tuis Court the.
question whtheii.r mi ssfflcvieut legal vvidenoe oif the. fiit

marriage whivh took placeýt in Mavedloniai, up)on whidi Io found
or warrant the. conviction of ili iieeum-d. Tii. eidenev wax
made a pairt of the. case.

Biqamny is defined in iwe 307 of ti Crininal Cod. Tint

portion of tiie section whioii coveni the. presnt vase r aua
followm: '"Bigaimy in the. net of aL prin wiio bx.ing tnmried Ww

througi a f orm of marriage witii any other pwit.mn BIforo
th cnlActiflt of the Codle in 1892 it was d.fln.id in our i;tAtut. as
th act of sny "one wiio heing inarried. inarrivi auy other p.ni


