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SCOTT C.J.M.  
 

1 We are all of the view that there was ample evidence to support the 

conclusions of the trial judge.  It is clear that the explosion was a 

consequence of arson and that the plaintiff’s principal had a motive.  The 

evidence accepted at trial supports the finding that the plaintiff’s principal 

had the exclusive opportunity either to commit the arson himself, or that he 

was complicate in its execution. 

2 There was no palpable or overriding error with respect to any of the 
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trial judge’s factual findings or the inferences that he chose to draw from 

such findings. 

3 The appeal is accordingly dismissed with costs. 

 

 

_____________________________  C.J.M. 

   I Agree: 

_______________________________  J.A. 

   I Agree: 

_______________________________  J.A. 

 
 
 

20
06

 M
B

C
A

 3
5 

(C
an

LI
I)


