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that test applied will solve most, if not all, the I

difficulties which arise in investigations of this
kind. Now, of course, there is no difficulty in
dealing with cases of delusion of the grosser
kind of which we have experiences in this court.
Take the case, which has been referred to, of
Mrs. Thwaites. If a woman believes that she
is one person of the Trinity, and that the
gentleman to whom she leaves the bulk of her
property is another person of the Trinity, what
more need be said? But a very different ques-
tion, no doubt, arises where the nature of the
delusion which is said to exist is this, when it
is alleged that a totally false, unfounded, un-
reasonable—because unreasoning—estimate of
another person’s character is formed. That
is necessarily a more difficult question. It
is unfortunately not a thing unknown, that
parents—and 1 should say in justice to women,
it is particularly the case rather with fathers
than with mothers—that they may take unduly
harsh views of the characters of their children,
sons especially. That is not unknown., But
there is a limit beyond which you can feel that
it ceases to be a question of harsh, unreasonable
judgment of character, and that the repulsion
which a father exhibits towards one or more

of his children must proceed from some

mental defect in himself. It is so contrary to ’

the whole current of human nature that g man
should not only forin a harsh judgment of his
children, but that he should put that into
practice so as to do them mischief or to deprive
them of advantages which most men desire,
above all things, to confer upon their children—
I say there is a point at which, taken by itgelf,
such repulsion and aversion becomes evidence
Of unsoundness of mind. Fortunately it is
rare. It is almost unexampled that such a de-
lusion, consisting solely of aversion to*children,
is manifested without other signs which may be
relied on to assist you in forming an opinion on
that particular point. There are usually other
aberrations of the mind which afford an index
as to the churacter of the treatment of the chil-
dren. Derhaps the Tearest approach to a case
in which there was nothing but dislike on the
part of a parent to his child on which to pro-
ceed was the case of Dew v. Clark (sup). There
were indeed some minor things which were ad.
verted to by the judge in giving his judgment,
but he passes over these, as it was natural he
should do, lightly ; as for instance, there was
in that case the fact that the gentleman who
had practised medical electricity attached ex-
traordinary impoftance to that means of cure
in medical practice. He conceived that it

might be applied to every purpose, among the-
rest even to assisting of women in child-birth.

But those were passed over, not indeed cast

aside altogether, but passed over by the

Jjudge as not being the basis of his judgment.

What he did rely on was, a long, persistent

course of dislike of his only child, an only
daughter, who, upon the testimony of every-

body else who knew her, was worthy of all love
and admiration, for whom indeed the father
no doubt entertained, so far as his nature would

allow him, the warmest affection ; but it broke
out into these extraordinary forms, namely, he
desired that that child’s mind should be subject
entirely to his own ; that she shonld make her
nature known to him, and confess her faults as,
of course, a human being can only do to his
Maker ; and because his child did not fulfil his
desires and hopes in that respect, he treated
her as a reprobate, as an outcast. In her youth
he treated her with great cruelty. He beat her ;
he used unaccustomed forms of punishment,

and he continued throughout her life to treat
her as'though she were the worst, instead of,
apparently, one of the best of women. In the
end he left her indeed a sum of money sufficient
to save her from actual want, if she had needed
it, for she did not need it. She was
well married to a person perfectly able
to support her; and therefore, the argu-
ment might have been used in that case, that he

was content to leave her to the fortune which
she had secured by a happy marriage. He was
not content to leave her so. He did leave her,
as I say, a sum of money which would have
been sufficient, in case of her husband falling
into poverty, to save her from actual want;
and, moreover, he left his property not
to strangers — not to charities — but he
left ls property to two of his nephews.
He was a man who throughout his life
had presented to those who met him only
in the ordinary way of business, or in the ordi-
nary intercourse of life, the appearance of a ra-
tional man. He had worked his way up from 8
low beginning. He had educated himself as &
medical man, going to the hospitals and learn-
ing all that could be learnt there, and he amass
ed a very large fortune—at least, a large fortune,
considering what his commencement was—8
fortune of some £25,000 or £30,000, by the
practice of his profession. Yet, upon the
ground which I have mentioned, that the dis-

like which he had conceived for this child
reached such a point, that it could only be 88”
cribed to mental unsoundness, that will so made
in favour of the nephews was set aside, and the




