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had permanently alienated the affections flot only of the plintil)
but also of ai his chiidren. He admitted that thley were, al
against hiîn, and he characterised ail their evidence a ýto ii is
violent actions as sheer inventions.

In this statement he was incorrect; aets orf lioience \\ (re
establiisled.

The learned Judge's conclusion, ho\wever, w-sbsdulpon flic

finding that these acts of violence'\ (-ri, not of sucli a character asý
to have produced in the plaintiff physical1 illnes or mlental dsrs
of a nature calculatedl îwrmnancntly to affec-t ber 1bodil v healib or
endauger lier reason, ztud that it was tiot establshed iliat thure
was reasonable apprehenýision that in the future netsz N\ouldg otccur
likeiy to produce sucb, a resuit. She was, miot afrid o)f 1um, and
she would not be in any danger if she coitntiud to live r \itbi hiiuu.

Tnie statements inade in ex idence on) behialf of flue plaintifi as
to the violence of flhe assaults upon lber weesrosyexiggur:ttcd.
The defeudant xvas a sub)er, industr-iouis, bardwvorkiing lîul, hiolding
an excellent and important positioni as foremati of Idtl(g4e-gtnl
structiori on a sectioni of the Canadiani Pacwifie alwv

The le-arnied Judge also found againsýt thte allegations, as to thie
hiusband's failure î>roperly to inaiintatin his farniil.N; flthtdec
shiewed that lie did furnish the plaintiff w ithalprprncesr
according to his position in life.

Flpon the whole testiniony, and( considering theu demeuiu of
the winseand the wanner in whc heir e\videnc w\as giNvn,
the learned Judge found that the acts of viLolenice prve were, ilot
sucb as to cause reasonabie apprehenision of danger te thie lifu,
limbf, or health of the wife. In the tnsbo the lantifll
appeared a strong and healthy woiian, both able and Nilliing te
xnaintarn lier views and enforce lier rights, real or litoed i h
domnestic forum.

l'or a ;urmary of the law, reference was nmade te the judignient
of Riddell, J., in Mcllwain v. Mellwain (1916>, 35 tX..532.
at p). 538.

tTpon the defendant signing and fihîing anl undertaking to eev
back bis wife and cbildren and to treat his wife lin alrset withi
consideration and as a wife should be treated aind te) abstain f roil
ail] acts of violence, the action is Io 1ie disniîssed. There is to lie
tle usual order for eosts in caseo of dismnissal as p)rovided in Ride,
388.


