
There is liere, the plaintifi's unqualiiiedl consenît to return
to lier husban4, and the defendant's unqualifiedl refusai to
receive lier. Under these circuinstances the plaùîtill' is en-
titled to judgrnent for alimiony, with costs.

As to amount; the plaintif! is îiot in need-uipon lier
owu statement she ha-s earne.l money and saved it, and( cai
continue to do so. The ainount slîould flot be largo~, and I
fix it until otherwise ordlerud at -$1 a wuek.

Aýs to the custody orf the djildreni, I uni of opinion thatý
i tis case, the paternel rihmiust prev\ail.

The boy, MarshiaJl, mas bora on thie 6tliDcuîbr 1906,
anid sol is over sýix ye'arsý of ageo.

The gil1, Dorty wa> boi Il on the lFt day of J11ly, 1908,
ail( is four. and a haif years old.

If is important that theSýv chldenioldk, if posýsiblýe, he
kept tgtrand in tue- biouse ali home whiere defend(anit
lias blis, r-eidence.

The deMendant mIuet so iragltatte thld(ren shial
lie so kept by hixn. lie ls ablu to dIo it; -- bellieve him qulite

iler i is de(sire, to bave\( Iliv chldreni, and to mnaintain,
anid edueiatýp thleni for theuirgod

1 do, loi dlot th love of the plaintiff for, lier ehidrei;
but she ils not, at present, in, snlcb aIL m of lierow asl
niece(.silary for the oefrec theschjîren

To secuIre siueli a home, uni maintainl it, as w0ul lie

necessary, wotild trenchi uponl plkitifll's eouestoi sueli anl
extenlt, as. groatly toe cinarrnss Ilir. Evenl witil Ille sacri-

flces the plaintiff would be, willing te make, tIje cldren

cold neot hoe as, mo41 carei for. wîtl lier, workdg as he

muetj to mlainltalin thlein, as Ir al proýperlY organized hiouse-
hiold, where the dlefexidant wollie 1w ith themn dutringt reason-
able hours lipart fromi hiz wor iîîg ii.

Then it must not lie forgetteln tha the plaintiff took the
choice of abandl(ol)ing these ( IldrenCI, Nwbeîî niiich yomiger
than ant present> Io thflic dat

Whether to - seare " lier hush-4and or not, the acet of lOth
Auguist, ItlOU, waq tnot al kind or moi4therly- onef.

On the other hri.n I have- consigiereil thie argument thint
defenidant admilttedly. wlus on icte Whitb)y of anl offenic,
which' waýs -M~at] * to bis dliecreil.

The dlefendhant sayvs Ilie w.isiîprplycnitd Io-
ever thakt le, 1 hlave cons1ideurui Ilie case a if the offelice, ias
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