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SUBJECT:

Divorce - corollary relief - determination of past spousal
support

SUMMARY: Attrid, it was agreed that there should be no order for future

spousal support, but the parties asked the court to determine what
the appropriate level of support should have been in the period
from separation to trial and to set an appropriate termination date.
The judge did so and the appellant appealed arguing that the judge
had failed to take into account her need and the respondent’s



-2

ability to pay, had failed to take into account child care
arrangements and had unduly limited her counsel’ s cross-
examination of the respondent at trial.
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Did the judge err in principle, significantly misapprehend the
evidence or make an award that was clearly wrong?

RESULT: Appeal dismissed. The judge took relevant considerations into
account, did not misapprehend the evidence and his award could
not be said to be clearly wrong.
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