
as it rUc(o-d 01n the chalýrge oif adultery cornuiiittcdg bjlefore thie
imrriagc cereiimn li oethog tIocetr

[Recrece o einiarks o)f Lord iv~n Tini-> ~
breli, -) T. R. 35--; Frankv asn 15 C'. 1. 135; -David-
-on v. D)avid son, 1 Do-aneEc.1 132. 1

l'p-i th qu estion oif d a il ags: in 1n acik(t ion of thilis chbar-
aeter a NurY strong casu niust, tlt douIbt, bW malidO ont to
jnistify% the Couirt'.s ;ctiasidu tilt, ric of a jury on
the grounld of ecsi dnae.but u1pun that g'rouind aIlso
I thilnk thaIt this vlerdict l]uusýt lit >(,t aride, 1o amIti uable
to nndeîrstand how anvtwel\ juirvninacinlrasnalv
couII( ld uon theg fac'ts oif tli> caISe lia\e r(aulluo th conlso
thiat plainifl wa>ultitlcd to thvlll uNi-(i ibas buenaard
tel himi as couestinfor thlt lois wichI hie susýtaIined hiv the
wvrongfiil a-t of which defeýndanIt bas beien gu11iltv.

tRefurence to Izard v. izard, 14 P. 1). at p). ~
Tilt alniounlt ofl theu damages-o to lw awardud was, nio dioubdt,

vvry agtt in tilt discrietion of thlt jury-, and thu Court,
weldfot bet jIIstifled( in sutting aideli tilt verdit inr
baueits gmwn \iew idi 11ot acc1(ord witbi that o!' tilt purv

on thue question of damages ; butt ini tiis case, in my' opinion,
diev dainlages aru SO( oi oprprto t( ha appuars 'ý1)te m

wuuild biave beri fi compensivationi lt phlintiff, thlati 1ain
Io)rccd, to the conclusion thiat. owtsadn h directioni
nf tilt lilaried Jgeas to 11il trucmue (o! angf andi
bis watrninigs as to whiat were noit proper iatt(ers tL) h coni-
salredg in assessingt theni, thev hiave dîrgre is iinst rle-
tious, and have%( souigbt to) puinish defi-ndant for bis odt
as thcyewe it, and to discou)Iralge by thoir eritateInptsý
on the p art o! persons wvisbing te tbrow off the ok iinpiosud
upou then'I by fil( mIarriage tie, te gvl rid o!f that Noke, by
yuéorting te mneans not re(ogniizd1 13v thet laws of this eounitry
as proper ta lx, taken oir effectuai to acenplsbtheen

tbey. hanve in view. ..
1 have not overlookcd whiat wats said h%, plinti11 asý il is

having malle up biis mmnd wbep 1w heaird the1rmor Nichl
lie tziiîd ename to bis cairs o!f thle impropuer re.iltins:1( idt

witbuist betwen bis wifc anid defendant, to abandolfn bIis wifie.
Standingc alonle anId unlquallified, thalt aIdision oIld iiibb
viev 1 hiave takn alls to the law, lw fatail toi î>inIItff cs
but, taking his evidenoe altolgether, tinit adis(iision was quali.
fled, and perbalps the fair resit of is evidence is that , ling-ii,
beard thesv runouirs, and believing biis wIfe, to have ee
guiltv, lie was forced fi) abandon bbchope(Il( wh li ad

(,ioeetvrtained flint biis wife mould volt relwnjtý and giv


