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JIO0MICIDE -MUIDER OR MANSLAUGHTER -PROVOCATION BY
woRDs--PAwriEs ENeAuED TO BE ?ARRIED--CONMMBION BY

INTENDED WIFE OP IMMORALITY.

The' King v. Palmer (1913) 2 K.B. 29. The defendant was
indicted for the murder of a young woman with whom he had
been keeping company for two or three years, and to whomn lie
was engaged to be married. According to hie own statenient the
defendant had been to Canada and on his returu met the de-
ceased and told her that lie had decided to give up hie trade and
return to Canada, to w hich ehe replied that if he did she would
g o on the town, and lie then asked if she really mneant it, and she
said 2he did, that she bad doue it before, and would do it againi,
anîd thereuiponi took off lier ring and threw it ini hie face. The
defendant thereupon seized hier and eut her throat with a razorI which lie had in his pocket, The Judge told the jury that ''ne
provocation by words. lîowever opprobrioug, in a case wherc a
deadly Nveapoil is used, conl, in Ia%', reduce the crime fron muiir-
der to iianisiaugliter." 'te prisoner was convicted, and applied
foi- leave to appeal on the groid of mirdirection, buz theCor
of Criinail Appeil (Chaunieill Bray, and Coleridge, J.J.) dis-
iiissed the application, the court being of opinion that thoeugli -tet sudden confession of a wife cf lier past adultery iiiiglit hi'
sitieieut provucationi te redie the crime of a husband ini killiwx-
lier to mnintilatughter, yet that prinicipie eoiild iiot be extended to
persoixs as betw'een àhcni the relation or quati-reliItion of lis-
baud andi wife dees net exist, al1though. the couirt agrecd that it
-ould perhaps have heen nxore accuirate if the judgre had sid

tliat word.4 eaniiot eonistit ute suiffieienit provocat iou, cxeept i n
very p e lcrciunstanees.

1 ze HIT.ATIW -SPECIFIC QUtESTION stI3miTTR-Aw.%Rtý--iattt i
IA-APPLICATION To1 SETI ASIDE AVARI).

In r' lÇinqi v. Diiu r<nk1l)l) 2 K.B. 32. lut titis ase, ii
-,peeifle Itetioni wim submitted to arbitration. Tho' arbitriltor
nIade ani award finding hs tid )vcî wus net liable te psyý aiam
Iift. ini resp'gct of a nuiisatiee lie hiad oecasiouned te Kitag.- In
build ings Pr(-eted on i )ven 's ewii priemises. whieh adjeine'<

KigH. ing nmoved te set axidIV the' award as Ln'ing bailii.
law on its faee. On the~ part of Duveen it was eiinteiided ',i
as the speeifie question wvas lefi te the arbitrator, his deeisimi

.S %%as final. even thouigh it lvcrt shewin to hi' erroeous ini point
of law, and with tiiiat view Ch iatid Bray. J.J. eqoîl(.urrtil I


