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REPORTS AND NOTES OP CASES. 1"

hies habituai demeanour were such at3 to create a well-founded
apprehiension that she would suifer wvorese and more injurios
treatment and hardeship if she did flot submit implicitly and sub-
inissively to anything hie inight choose to do or say,

Held, STREET, J., diessenting, that this conduct and the cumu-
lation of circumestances detailed in the evidence amounted to
matrimonial cruelty, althougli no bodily violence wvas intietedý
tatd the wife was justified iu lenvitig lier huisband, and wais
etititled to alinony.

-Jud(glniett Of BOvt, C., afflriiied.
Kinfg, K.C., for plaintiff. Wafsoji. K.C.. for defewdant
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tlion 1w fore w agis Irate-Scope of n qite ry.

Prohibitioni will imut lie unless there is a lack qf jurisdiction
lui the judfieial offleer or Court deffling with the proeeedings
souglit to he prohibited.

The defendtttit hinving b'en kirrestetl and bronglit before a
police inagistrate elharged with eonspirauv iinder s. 394 of the
Criiiiiinil Code objeeted to thi, tufIloietîey àf the charge and agiked
tor partiettiar of the deeeit, et('., wvitm dates and naines. Trhe
miagi4trate overruied the objection anîd refused the partiefflars
on the ground that the proeeeding before hinm weis an investigii-
tiôti.

011 avt application to th? I Iighi Couîrt for prohuibition,
11eld. that the utagistrate haiving jurisdietîon over the offence

lu regard to whieh lie cotild eoinpel the attendance of the aecused
for the, purpose of preliinuinary euaiîîiry liu order to fortil ail
Opinion as to whether the evidenee was sufficient to put hinm on
hies trial hie shotîld not be fettered lu the p)roceedinges,ý hefore hlm
by haviiig limilations imposed by ineains of particulars which
neeesmarily restriet the enquiry. but the whole range of relevant
faets lef t Iiini to be availed of ati hies discretion.

J. E. Joeics, for the motion.


