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contract obligation in a, security, there could be a corresponding
double prooif, We inay add that, in abstaining from a protracted

discu~ssion of cases and eonfining ourselves to a statem-rent of our
deduc.tions froin thern, we respond to that insistent and increasing
demnand that, ini view of the startling growth of judicial reports

Ik in thest latter days, courts should rigidly lirnit their opinions to
those rratters of fact and Iaw which arc, absolutely necessay to

* a decision of the case in hand."

HU$I3AND AND IVIFE.
The care whi-'h miust be taken in suing on contraets for

~~ rLeessaries furnished to a wife in well illustrated by the recent
~ case of Moore v. Flanagan, 149 L.T. Jour. 104._

Lt in laid dowi1 in the case of Moi-el v. Westfrwaid (1904),
~~ A.0. 11, that when a wife, living with lier huaband, entera into

a c'ontiract for necessaries, she in to be presumed to dc so as agent
for lier liusband, and lic alonle is liable. It was subSequently.1 held in Franvh v. House (1906), 97 L.T. 274, that where a debt
no c.ontra.cted is one and indivisible, and the liusband alone in
liable, if the creditoir t&dkcs judgrncnt against the wife for pait
of thie delit by default, the plaintif£ is thereby precluded f rom

* prveeding to reeover the balance of the debt from the huaband.
In the wms of Moore v. Flaiigan, above referred to, the Court
of A ppeal (Baxkes Scrutton and Atkin, L.J J.) have decided that
where, in sueli cireuistances, the creditor elainis to recover
jointly f rom husband and wif e, if on motion for speedy judg-
me~nt or a specia l. endorsed writ, lie reovers judgment against
both, and the iu.sband alone appeals and obtailis leave to defend,
îf the plaintiff suifer fthe judgment againsf the wife to rernain,
lie will be thereby preclude-d f rom recoveiing aga.inst the hua-
band, if if la founid that lie wuas olely liable on. the eontrat.

We confesa that the prinieiple on which these deciions in
based does not appear to be very conclusive. There may be
some reason lu saying that. if a creditor chooses to take judg-
muent against one of twj joint debtors he thereby disehiarges the
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