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1,L COURT. ApRiii 16Tuf

WHTMB11EY v. WJ{IMREY.

,b das Io Wife's I?ïfidelity-Jýdgmeiît Foui
-Necessity for Fuili Inetgto-xpert Eî
ncy-Ne, Trial-Leave Io Amend Pleadiingý

'lie defeudant front the judgimin of RIm>i
avour of the plaintiff, awarding lier alimion)
ference, azid disinissing the defendant's ce

weie Ileard bY MACLAREN, MAGnE,ê: IIODINj.
L~.

ig, for the appellant.
ini and T. G. Plaxton, for the plaintiff, respo

1ý., reading the judgmnent of the Court, sai
questions were aasked about one Alderson, w]
Saction brought by the husband (the defE
,r alienating the affections of the wife (the pl
twerman of 56. The husband was 68. AI,

iied ini the record ini this action; but th,
ýie other aton on the docket, and having d
tber, adiitted eNidence as to the alleged rel
the wife and the husband's delusions in ,

so admitted, subjeet to objection, the ev
i who were indicated by ceunsel as those el
ft, with frequentiug the respondent's hoeu
ses. Ilt appeared that the appellaut had
,,s as te any of these individuals until aft
irated.
iidence hiad been given, Dr. A. J. Johiise
pondent, also subject te objection, and hiseo
ýiven as te the condition of the appellant's
Dthe evidence of the respondent and of tl,

Lestinony. Dr. Johinson bad not the advE
s evidence, of having observed the appt
he wtnes-boxc, for the appellant was net

prof ýwitteua had formed and express


