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The appellants vomplin of the dispoBition whieh. was made of
the colsta by the' Iearned Chanvellor; but, as the e08ts are left
to the dsrtinof the trial Judge, this C'ourt, aoeording to the
practice, lias no p)owerý to) interfere with thie exereise of that dis-
eretion, as the aeal in other repcafaits, and no leave was
given by the learnied Chanceellor to appeal as to the cosa.

Duiriuig the argumient, -ounisel for the respondents expressed
his willingnes to pay $500 towards; the costs of the appellants;
and. if an arrangemient is miade that that shail be done, the

Court wili approve of it; and, if there is power to miake such a
direetion, the order diismisng the appleail mnay provide for paly-
mient of the agreed amount ouit of the eState of the deeý(cased.

SEI'TF-BER 218T, 1914.

*BANNISTER v. THOMSON.

iusband andWi -Enicmn of Wife-Alienation of Affec.
fiùnu--De privation oif Consortiium-Findings of Jury-A b-
5qi tcC of Adultry-R1'iht of Action - Damnages - Separate

Couns- vorappig-Rducionof Damia gs.

AnîWRl bv the dfemfýifInt f ror the judgment Of MnuTrnmz,
T1'i Ol?. 562, 5 O.W.VN. 358,

Tho appral wam 'heard 1by M2IFS--TTu, C.J.O., .%MACLARE,-e
1111(i an JOMIN<s, JJ.A.

r. W Bell, for the appèllant.
k. MecKa ' , K.. and C'. V, Langs, for the plaintif, the re-

Npnnit.

The jttdgKncit of the Court w-as delivered by- MRCLARCEN, J.A.:
This action wam brougrht to rerover damages for (1) entieing

na * y anid (2) alienating the affectioniq of the plaintiff's wife by
the deqfeniiant.

TheseL4 d-aim.i %vere set out in two paragraphs, and sepa rate
questions were suhmitted to the jury emnbodying them. They
fouind in favouir of the plaintiff on each, and aemdthe dam-
agesm nt $500 and $1,000 resp)eetively. The trial Jiudge entered
jildgmen-lt iin favour of the plaintiff for $1,500.

Tuý lie rey-rted il, thei (>ntario I*w Rpo1rtl.


