
true that lier own contiuct at this time was not irreproachable.
lier temper was violent, anîd site was out a great deal at
night, refusing to give hier liusband any accouxît of lier piro-
ceedings, and denyin)g in violent language bis righit to know
where site had been. After ,she left irn lie *issaulted lier at
the boarding bonuse to wlîich she liad gone because site hadl
taken his rnoney when sîto loft hiîn. After tbis, anîd wliile,
living apart frein him, sbe accepted preseuits of a watchi, a
ring, a truuk, uîiderclotlîiîg, and ione3', froîn a mnan iiumed
Sutherland. These are circunistaxices leadingr to strong sus-

'Picion of iînpropriety, but not absolute proof of guilt, in the

face of plaintitlfs denial. It nust hoe taken to be proved

against defendant thiat lie lived in adultery in Torontto for a

month with a çertain womii, bis îîtimacy wîih whom in
Montreal was one of the causeus of lus wife's leaviîîg hinu.
The plaintiff was justified ini Ieaýving defondant wlieî sie did,
and defendant by bis adultery lias deprived lîjîseîf of the
right te say that lie is willing to take lier back.

Judgînent for plaintiff for $ 12 a unoîtî aliniony with costs.

CÂRTW1UIGHT, MASTER. OCTOBER 1OTH, 1903.

CHIAMBERS,

CONNER v. DEMPSTER.

Venu# .-Rale 529 (b),-Cause of Action, wh.ere Arisîng-Declaratiofl

of RigAt of Way-Execution of De'd.

Motion by defendant to change venue fromn Kingston to

Brockville, on the ground that thte case coules withîn Rule

592 (b). Action for a declaration of plaintif l"s riglît of way

over defendant's land in the town of Gananoque, in the

county of Leeds, and for an injunction restraining Mofndant

bra interfering with plainttV's use of tlîat way. The par-
ties both reside in Gananoque.

Rule 529 (b) provides that whiere the cause of action arose

and the parties reside in the saine county the place of trial
to bie nauied by plaintiff shali bo the county town of that
county.

H. W . Miekie, for defendant.
A. H. F. Lefroy, for plaintiff.

THE MASTER held that the Rule requires that the whole
cause of action should have arisen in the county: I3ertram v.
Paraley, 2 0. W. R. 264. Here the whole cause of action did


