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APP'EIJLATE DIVISION.

FiI*RT 1IVISIONAL COURT. MARCH 3RID, 1916.

PALNOT v.AUGUSTINO.

rauduleiit(1 Conveyancc Actýionm to i l.idife-Inmolvency of

tSlE noKwl&d(p of In olv oc~ r llnte nt to Dcl ronid on
Part of (rta Fdiqof Foit ýof Triail Jmdg(c-Ap)peal.

Apwlby the plaintitf front the judgnwnit of BîRr'roN, J.,
9 O.W.N. 244.

Thr -appeal fas heard bY MEREDIITH,. (.J.O., MACLARIEN and
Ilo:, JJ.A., auid RDEL.

R. MeKay, K.(', for the appellant.
J. P. WalIsh, for thedfnan8 epodns

THE, COURT disiised Ilhe ;pl1 wvith eos9tS.

FIRST DIVI$IONkL COURT. MARCH 3n», 1916.

*RE'.\ v. LINDSAY.

Crîmnal Law -Ies SralIntercourse ith Dan ghter-
Evidence-P'roof of 11firriîle-Proof of Penrtration, and
Ernûxsin-Comment of (Jrown Counsel on Fai7iire of Wif e
of Prisoner ta Testif!e-New Tria.

The prîsoner was triedl before MUI.ocK, (1 .J.Eýx., and a jury,
at Peterborough, on an indirtment, for iet-oattion witli
hie daughter-and found icguilty."

In hie address to the jury at the clos~e of the case, counsel
for the Crown eommni,,ted on the faet that the prisoner's wife
had failed te testify.

Durîng the trial no evidence was given to prove the marriage
of the accussed other than hearsay evidence, evidenee of reputa-

*Tbi8 case and ail others se xarked to bQ reported in the8 Ontario
Law Reporte.

1-10 O,W.N,


