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04IT, .0.., in a writtex judgment, sai
tinguishable frein Bagsliaw v. Bagshaw,
as liera the finding that %vas wanting lu
is evidence te support the fiuding. It mi
testimony of the respondent only, but

trial Judge, aud there was no reason fo

be dsisd

J.A., in a writteu judgment, si
finding of the trial Judge and
iassociates, lie would have co

At eýstabIiilied eruelty within th
nd con8idered iu Bagshawv v. B8

M.êGaE; J.A., iu a w-ritten judgment, said thiat t
appealed from the judgment granting alirnony tc,
"The trial Judge had set forth with considerable cx
douce and his conclusions on the facts, and fo~ud t
te have been cliargeable witli amsults, il-temper,
causiug physical and mental illness te, the plainti
eventually he deserted lier. The defeudaut, appeý
Court, was under the disadvautage of liavîug beei
by thie trial Judge, who had what mnust lu this cw
the great advantage of seeing and hearig botli part:
aisted thereby lu corning te a concluson as te
condition of the plaintiff and the probabifity of b
as te the charactor and acts of the defendant. W

testimoreonllicted, the trial Judge accepted liers
appeared te accept it througliout. In thec face of
of fact, even upon the injury te the wlfe's healtli, as tx
was no ruodical evideuce wliatever, it would be of
enter inte details as te wliether one would coe
conclusionis as te the clitTereut episodes and incid
against the defendant, son-e at lest of wbicb woulk
probable and strained. On the recognised principle
te, be attached te the conclusions of a trial Juclge
couilicting testirnony and the credence te be given 1
tlis Court would net bie justified lu disturbing tlif
fact lu this instance. If tliey are granted, the cc
law would appear te ba wanranted.

Ilowever liard upon the defendaut the conelusi
the judgmaent cannot, on recognised principles, b~
with

The appeal slieuld be disniissed.
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