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MARIZLED WO)IEN.

It w iii be observed that the right of the
justices to seize and destroy publications as
mcntioned in the case, depended solely upon
whether or not tbey were of such a character
and description that the publication of them
would be a misdemeanor and proper to be pro-
secuted as such. It was necessary therefore for
the ju dges to decide whether or not this pub-
lication, adrnitted to be obscene and caiculated
to pro] udice good morals, would support an
indictment, the publisher net disposing of the
pamphlets for the sako of gain, for in fact te
prejudice good morals, but to promote a iaw-
fui object. The language of the Chief Justice,
in bolding that it would sopport an indictment
was not more euiphatic than it was sound.
The miaxiin of "You shahl fot do evil that
good inay cone " is (as was said by the J3ench)
applicable in law as well as in morals. Jndeed
if the converse of such a doctrine were per-
xnittcd, the muan who gives another a dose of
poison te terminate bodily suffering and put a

'a speedy cnd te a painful, fatal malady, would
stand e:xcused of crime, and it would be an
available plea in the inouth of a man who blew
eut the bramas of another whe was struggling
in the jaws cf death, that ho did it, as lie cern-
monly donc te the lower animnais, te rolease
him from a state cf sufféring which could net
but speedily terminate iu death. The case we
have made the principal snhject of these re-
mwarks cannot but he lokcd upon heuceforth
as a leadiug authority.-Law Tioies.

MARRIED WOMEN.

The Bill " te amerid the law with respect te
the property of married w emen," prepared and
broght in by Mr. Shaw iLefevre, Mr. Russell
(murnoy, aud Mr. J. S. Mill, contains oniy
foeerteen clauses, and bears evidence cf having
been carefuliy prepared. WeY thiuk that upen
the wlîole it is an advance, thougli unquestion-
ably by a semewhat long stride, lu the direction
lu w'lich legishatîcu aud the practice cf the
Court cf Chancery have heen teuding for years
past, aîthougli the framer cf the preamble
socles disposed te deny auy mnts wbatover te
the existing Tav he preamble states that the

lJaw cf prcperty auJ coutract, with respect
te married womo'-, is unjust lu princîple, and
presses wîth peculiar severity upen the pocrer
clases cf the ccmimunity." The latter part cf
the preanîble is uufortunately truc, as an ap-
plication te the Court of Equity by a married
woman cf the poorer classes is a serious stop,
yet tho ouly eue by which she eau obtamn assis-
tance from those equitable doctrines which
have displeased the common law as regards
hosband aud w ife. Ou the former part cf it
,ie do net iu this place express any opinion.
Lt is thon enacted (section 1), that a marricd
woinan shal lie capable cf holding, alienating
alid devisJng propcrty and cf coutracting as a
feme sole, and (section 2ý that preperty cf
women married after the Act, which is te

corne into operation on the Ist January, 1869,
whether belongîng te them hefore marriage or
accquired, by tbem after marriage, shall ho
held by them free frern the debts cf thoir hus-
bands, and from their control or disposition, as
if unmarried.,

It isaclean that the best advice that ît is in
our power te gîve to a womî.an about te he
married must ho, " Wait until the lst cf Janu-
ary, 1869." That the wifo's proporty should
bc exempted from the husband's debts is
highly desirable, but hew are you te exempt
it froinbis coutrol? Wrefear thatit is beyond.
the power, evon cf Panliament, te do that.
Suppose the case of a husband anJ w ife under
the new law, being of that class where of al
others a settiement of the wife's prcperty is
mest desirahie, tbe class cf traders. (fnder
the law, as it is te ho, the wifo rotains ber pro.
perty; befere long, without dcubt, she will ho
asked te put it inte the business, possibly te
beceme a partuer in it, to which we can seo ne
legal objection under the new state of things.
Would net ninety-uiue wernen euto ca hnndred,
in sncb a case, put their fortunes jute tbeir
husbaud's bauds te de what ho liked with?
and is net that the very evil which settiementg
were mucant te avenl? Lt is however, still open
te a wemau ou marriage te make a settlient.

Section 3 extends te wômou already married
the rigbt te bold, as if unmarried, property
acquired hy them after the Act, subject te any
settlement which they rnay bave made of it,
aud te any vcstedl riglits of their husbands in
it.

Section 4: the earninigs of a rnarried woman
te ho her personal estate; is a valuable pro-
vision, extending te al] rarried wometu the
protection which, under the 20 & 21 Vic., c.
85, deserted %vives euly were euablcd to obtaîn.
This provision will undoubtedly be a great
lioun te the lower classes cf scciet.y.

Section 5: a husband shahl not bie hable for
bis wifo's dolits incurred before mnarriage, or
for auy wrong committed by ber.

Section 6 repeals lu part the existing iaw
of distribution, giving the husband the same
distributive share in the persoualty of bis iu-
testate wife as she would take, on bis dying
intestate, lu bis personaity.

Section 7 neserves the tenancy by the cur-
tesy.

Section 8 provides fer a state cf things that
will, nedoulit, often occur. Questions between
husbaud. and w'ife as te chattels are te bo de-
cided in a summary way, either by the Court
cf Chaucery or by a Counity Court, as the case
may bie, the riglit bein- reserved te the peti-
tioner cf applyiug te the couuty courts, what-
ever the amount at stakçe May ho. Lt is pro-
bably by an oversîgbt that ne provision lias
been made as te the ameunt that neay ho0
adjudîcated upon lu the Superior Court and
County Court rospectively. As the billstands,
thefonîem will lie entirely lu the option cf the
petitioner, irrespectively of the amoutnt at
stake.
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