
nartleulnre of the shargs, If the feet* ere, or cannot be,scandalous
iP:ruLn^:n$.4fMt.6estr»^m

:s [} trîTwîL‘hûït'^iî 5hr.ïî^n«eh*.. *.«<>. ^
Mhuie Lt illihtw .«peditian t= find out r»r., 

jrmOE Abv )CATEi
« Ten cannot eertslnly say thet eny ^f);Q;;e6^^^en^an 
Arny who. by hie conduct, cause* a man under his 
thle man^s wife to quarrel} doee not eoemtt in offsnee.

DBFEMCKs

It le not scandalous.

JT/DGB APVOr ATE i

If you compere Beotian 16 -1th the 1”?Î1'ln
u-sass^sai” a:;

eonduet#

Ji!D0E âhV CâTEi
• Sill y« note the pert that ..ye rfflSTISS*'
of en of ft oer and gen leaan." The ehereeter of the orii r ann 
Mntlenen eoLd-eteS with the «rlie le ehat constitutes the offenee.

pywerneiir,
objection and then let us rule on it."•Ill m aeia youre

WHENCE «

My objection li that j e offense muirged
•n offenee under Bastion id or under the Ayr/ Aflt end that If It
depends on the evidence ringing out the.Î'^-Z'wlîî*"U<i 'lT 
of the offence allseed, those facta should have been state, i 
the pertlswelers, but they are not

HUtSIMMTi
■ !• your point not covered by Pare 2 of fn lJi3J^e_?2!t^e?lse
• The addition of en alUrnetlve charge ;sj«r • 40 **1^"***/Justify 
share the erld*nee, as ultU*t«ly given before the court, eey bnetuy 
e no re lenient vies of the caae. 1T*

DFPEHCEi
attacking the first eharge, I was net referring to•Se, air, I en

the seironrt

PRMTDBirr I

eherge.

pet In."Bet that Is why lee 40 is the eeeond eharge hasa

depehcbs

It U a Legal arguant, I en eubelttlng.


