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F. A. Ilougli for plaint iff.

lioN. MRi. JLSTICE LENNOX .Ou the iitli day of Sep-

tember, 1911, 1Reverend S. James Affin~, then of Windsor,

priinourned the defendant and plaintif! mran and wife. The

plaintif!, Minnie Malot, swear, that there were no witniesses

present. The names " Ferie Allin " and " V. May Allin "

appear as witnesses on the manrriage cerf ificate, but the whiole

of the wrîting upon the certifkate is manlifestly ini the same

hand. At the time of the marringe, or alleged inarriage, the

plaintif! was ouly a littie over 13 years of age, and l th de-

fendant, it is said, was less thian nineteeni. They were niar-

ried upon a lieense, and if the Attorney-GCflCnral's depart-

niient should inquire into how the lienlse was obtailw(i and

punisil soxneWoy, it mtiglit clieck tlic couilmissioli of perjury

in the future. Trhis is a very disgraci4iil cas, nd it would

bave gîven me( pleasure toi learn from Mr. Afini how lie wvas

so woeftilly deevdas to flic ag i f thlese childrenl and

al>out the laiessbt Mien I 1 k of gotting bÎm to

ecourt ly ' vphone, 1Ivlarn thant lie luis lieen remnoved to an-

otheur splicre of eflc.

T1lîe action îs brouiglit te bave Ilhe mlarriage dcau îl

and void, and for ti8 Ille aultho(ritY, of 1 GereV., ch. 32. is

reliedl lponi. 1rî 1,1,evidvnce or thic plaintif! to prdove tiiht the

poarriage was, uiot im,1mteî n lier unanner of gýiviing

eviene wrebothi unafsfctY th story lg eue fes is a

dlifl](Icult one te0live aîdi yet îay hie thait as if is the

Illy viecI ugi, Id aet it. I have uio \Vetfllyh

Fnd Plilt1( muiste hig .''cein~rao 
h

But iy 18SC lîm juirlsdwti[df lt givo (lguen e-

pends upon tIe ciOnst l il id'1al ilY of thIle Au tn rfd rrd to

a dl t Iis Sq I I'st ido l f t 1-r il gooýd de 1(-Il(, iil of lon idcr-al ioni1( I d o i

ils vvt feeIl preparvidi 4te efrni- afiruaieY 1f unmsul

fior thIll plaint ilf wil I"lllild conîuit wil IlIhie\ toriidey-iu

trai5' (11partuen 114,1 1 iill appoint îidyfor arigunwIet.


