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the Queen's Bench in Allen v. Walker, L. Rep.
5 Ex. 187, in 1879, by Martin, Chauneli and
Cleasby, BB., in a case in wbich the separate
luge was created by the parties iu ciderogation
0f tige common law," afortiori muât it be right
IlOw when the separate use is made a neces.
8,ary incident by the express declaration of the
Liegisiature in a statute which has abrogated
the common iaw. Nor can the fact that the
8tatute bas extended the ride of law froni a few
1e a large number of cases affect the justice of
the rule. In actual life there is not the least
danger of the right being exercised in cases
Wbere it is not rigbt that it sbould be exercised.
Married women are flot so anxious to drive
aWay their husbands without cause as alaruiist
POliticians seexu te think, and in cases like
that before the court it is eminentiy desirable
that the husband should be treated iu fact, as
he is in îaw, as a stranger to bis wife's scparate
Property. At ail events, the decision of the
'court may be taken to, have overruled its obiter
dRelt, and carefully as each menmber of it
guarded bimself against laying down any
genuera rule, yet the general mile ie necessarlly
'M'Plied in, and forme, the only ratio decidendi
0f the particular decision.-London Law limes.

NOTES 0F CASES.

COURT 0F QUEEN'S BENCH.

MONTREAL, September 27, 1882.
CouN . J., MONK, RAMSAY) TiEssiER, CROSS, JJ.

REIAV. SUPRANI.
lieceiving stolen goods-Continued oftence.

'Le Priaoner vas indicted for Jcloniously receiving
atOlen gooda, on a date stated in the indiet-
mnent, and it uoas proved tliat thge receiving of
tihe property described eztended over a consid-
erable period, exceeding six month8. IIeld,
that the (Jrown ivas not bound Io elect on uohich
0V the receivinga it was intended to proceed
against the accuud.

The defendant, Suprani, baving been con-
VICted of feloniusly receiving stolen goods,'
tbe followiug Case was reserved by the presid-
liig Judge, Sir A. A. Dorion, C. J.:

ciThe prisoner was tried before me at the
OUrt of Queen's Benich, at Montreal (Crown

'ide) On the 7th day of June instant, for hav-
lnàg, On the 26th day of April, 1882, feloniously

lelived atolen goods.

"The indictmnent, is as follows, to0 wit :
"The jurors for Our Lady the Queen, upon

their oath, preseut that Jean Suprani and Marie
Granelli, on the 26th day of April, lu the year
of our Lord, 1882, at the City of Montreal, in
thŽe District of Montreal, 188 3-12 dozen of silk
handkercbiefs, 1 7-12 dozen of kid gloves, the
wbole of the value of $2O, of the geods and
chattels of Leslie James Skelton and Freder-
ick Charles Skelten, partners lu trade, before
then feloniously stolen, feloniously did receive
and bave (they the said Jean Suprani and
Marie Granelli, at tbe time wben they so0
received the said goods and chattels as afére-
said, then well kuowing tbe sanie to bave been
feloniously stolen).

"lAt the trial, the Crown preved that for a
long period, extending from tbe latter part of
the year 1880 to, the 26th day of Marcb, 1882,
John Charles Verity, a clerk lu the employ of
Leslie James Skelton and Frederick Charles
Skeltou, doing business lu Montreal under the
naine of Skelton Brothers, bad, from Urne to
time, stolen from bis employers the handker-
cbiefs and part of the gioves meutioned in the
indictmeut, and bad sold tbem te, the prisoner
at fromn one-fourtb te, one-third of their value,
and under circumstances wbich were such as to
justify the jury lu ceming to, the conclusion
that the prisoner knew wben be purcbased
these goods, tbat they bad been stolen. The
sales to, the prisoner were made as often as once
or twice a week duriug tbe above peried.

"lPart of the gloves and some of the baud-
kerchiefs were identified as baving heen sold
te, the prisoner lu the latter part of December,
1880, and a few of tbe other bandkerchiefs, of
the value of $25 or $30, were identified as bav-
ing been sold te hlm lu the month of March,
1882.

"lThe evidence as te the sale of the remain-
ing bandkerchiefs was general, and did not
specify any particular occasion on wbich any
portion et tbem were seld.

"dAfter the evideuce for tbe Crown had been
closed, the defence applied te, the Court to,
order the prosecution to elect on wblch of the
offences it was intended te, proceed against the
accused, and tbat sncb offences sbeuld not ex-
ceed three ln the space of six monthe.

ci1 ruled that tbe Crown was not bound te
elect, and that the prisoner was bound te, pro-
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