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REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

Iprovtnce of Ontarto.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

Puill Court.] C. V. B. [May 26.

Hutsband and wife-Criminal conversation-A baudonmen t-
Separation-Hearsay e videni cc--Dama ges.

Appeal by the defendant and crosa-appeni. by the plaintiff
from the judgnient of a Divisional Court reported 8 0.L.R. 308,
dismised-the appeal-on tlue ground that the evidence did not
8116w sucli abandonent by tha plaintiff of his 'vif c as deprived.
hlm of 'hi. right ý)f action, and-the crues-appeai--on the round
of improper recaption of evidence at the trial and excessive
damages.

E. B. Ryckmnan, and C0, S. Muenines, for defendants' appeal.
Wr.R. 65nytli, for plaintiffs' cross appeal.

Boyd, C., Magee ,J., M.%abee, J. 1 [Junt .11.
NEWELL V. CÂNADIAN Pscunc Rv. Co.

Railwaya Unfenced premises-2' reapasser-ýEvidentce-O nus-
Neglhgeace

A boy, over eight years of age, entercd frein the adjoining
highway upon the nnfenced premises (a freight yard> of the
defendant empany for the purpose of gathering up pieces of
cool dropped frein the cars aud lu doing 50 got undor or along-
%ide the wheela of a car which in being shunted rau over sud
kilied hlm at a place o-er 400 fret frei where he -entered the
yard.

lUt that lie was wrongfully trespassing where he had rot
business or invitation te ha.

HeUd, aise, that the plaintifs had flot satisfied the omis stt
* upon thorm te establiali by evidence cireumastauces froni which it
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