
If wewritlibct to deall mithl the as al î;;1 ,il
prinegipIý le ad unftttert1!d Iv aulthofriîv . 1hould bh P" prt l j>rd

in1 >ai teao- qi Mc~uoa i fr 11hlo reau;11Sons giv \ t-L ,ýi 
j1_ Wvl ab t 11o ol S ir VFrait Jelnueý, in 1 E1t,11 s N. Kîani au
of Mr. Justie Gorcil liarnes in irne .Gade
tbat the hu>1band ils ot furfeit b11s riglht to niaitn -iIl

an action a., t1ils bY iillv act or mli, oldlct of bh i, (- u i l t
anfim9uting ta conivalnce it or consen rt ta isý wife's 2aduhvýfrv,

and that, no ian (-anl jtistif\- hiusIweIl living wýl tîi1an-
other's wife againsýt bier bsad conseint, hyý setIngl 1uP. as
an absolute bar andl aniswor ta the busbn' voînplint, ilhat
the law (-an give, imii nu redrucss leolca1 li as ittaHv- auJii
perrnanentlYgîn up heor society.

Weé are. hoeer tbilik bounld L'v what mas deid 1 i
Patterson v. Mereor ni inuat foll()w it. leaving plainiif,
if lie is so nindedj.4 ta chillIenlge the correctneuýSs of the duci-
sien ini a Court wbiich bias the powe(r ta overrule if.

Hiavinig cornle to tliis cocuion follows thadt we inust
hold that ni "y brother Anglin, ini tllIng tbe jury, aý hie did,
that, if theyýý caie ta thie conclusioni that, btefort e ldi dltorous
intereourse betwe defendant and plainwtff's; wtife hegan,.
plaintiff bial toýtaly andl permianenitlv givuin up ail the- advan-
tagoý te be Ciie fonte seciet ilo is wife, he, wasý îot

estile ,t reovvr, righitlYdietl theml.
1 cornef netxt ta the grauil taken by« defenldanit'ýS on

a:i to the imrprvreceptiOan of evidenCe.
The evdnewhich plaintiff wva: permitted ta give, liol-

wjthstaniding objection ta its admiissibilitv, %vas of ruîuouriî
af vAriousý lacts (if ildeiit 1 comrntiitted( blv his wifteý wi tI

defendanit long beforeý theyv wenit throughi ther tarin (if inar-
raeat Rochester. My learneil brother Anglin adrnitted tbce
eiece beasin his oipinion, thouigh athierwise it wouild

nô have been admissible, deenantscansel « hiai ouiied
til door » for its admission by asking plaitiif on cros;s-

exaniination the fo]lowinig qusin:"Yen beard le <dev-
fendant) wa., paying saine attentions te yaur -ie? I
you ever go) te humii and tell imii shie was«Your wifeý? - Did

yuwrite to Iiîni and tell imii that shie N%,as your wifc,. aiii
yeatN.o didl not want hlim to have anvtinig tai do M-i01

Plaintiff haiil stated ini bis examnation in dbief, in anIS-
w te quxestions putt ta hùin (appeyarentiiv itoojectio),

thâ l- all hienrd bis wvife*s niiniie conetivith somer Pet-
so lilong abot the Year 186or du7i" ht bep bai(jlwhard


