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“in proportion to his ability so to do . . . The
of the alimony . . . is of discretion in the Court, a
n to be exercised judicially according to established
“of law, and upon an equitable view of all the cireum-
the particular case.” See 7 Edw. VIL ch. 12, see. 1

ing regard to the whole circumstances of the parties, as
»d by the evidence taken before the Master, the amount
ed for alimony could not be deemed excessive. .

Appeal dismissed with costs.
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fotion by the plaintiffs to commit the defendant James and for
stration against the defendant company for breach of the
n granted by FALCONBRIDGE, C.J.K.B., on the 22nd May,
O.W.N. 249), by which the defendants were perpetually
i1 from shutting off the supply of natural gas to the
fis’ factory and plant at Wallaceburg, under the contract
sned in the statement of claim. :

e motion was heard in the Weekly Court, Toronto.
se Nesbitt, K.C., and A. W. Langmuir, for the plaintiffs.
. Kerr, for the defendants. N

groN, J., in a written judgment, said that an appeal
ng from the judgment of the Chief Justice, but the
of the injunetion pending -the appeal had not been

ntention of the defendants was that their action giving
litigation was justified by reason of orders or directions
the Commissioner of Natural Gas, under the authority

atural Gas Act of 1918. The holding of the trial Judge




