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THE LAW OF SEDUCTION.

The action for seduction is in form a fiction,—in sub-
stance a snare. It is pregnant with inconsistencies; it
cannot be defended on principle ; it is most unsatisfactory
in practice.

The aim of the Jaw is to furnish a remedy for every
wrong. Some wrongs are of such enormity as to be decmed
public wrongs, and as such treated as crimes, and so
punished. Qthers, of apparently minor import, are left to
be redressed at the instance of the sufferer in action for
compensation.

It is not right for a man to have conncction with a
woman against her will—this is a public wrong, and
punishable as a erime. It is not right for a man to have
connection with a woman by artifice — this is a private
wrong, anad pucishable by action.

To defraud another of his property is a crime, but to
defraud a woman of her viztue, as the law stands, is some-
thing less than a crime.

Marriage is the state in society to which all women look
forward. To attain this state, character i3 necessary : the
loss of character is the loss of earthly prospects. No com-
pensation can be awarded adeguate to the loss of virtue
under such circumstances.

The ivjury is at least twofold—pain which the woman
suffers from shame—and loss of reputation. The scuse of
shame must be strong indeed when we know it frequently
causes the woman to destroy her offspring—to murder her
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own flesh and blood. The loss which she sustains by the
ruin of her reputstion defies computation. The conse-
quence at times is a life of prostitution, lvathsome discase
—in a word, a living death.

Besides, there is an injury to her family. Nothing is
so destructive of domestic comfort and earthly happiness
as the ruin of a fond daughter or a loved sister. The con-
templation of it is awful. The realization of it is madden-
ing. The complication of miseries which arise from this
cause caunot be computed.

We do not assert that in all cases the man only is to
blame ; but we do assert that in the majority of cases he
is the sole delinquent.

In what manner therefore does the law afford redress for
this wrong ? It neither punishes the wrong doer as a
criminal, nor gives an action to the woman, who is the
real sufferer.

It is true that an action lies against the wrong doer, but
not at the instance of the woman seduced, nor for her
seduction, but at the instance of her parents, for the loss
of service arising from the fact of seduction followed by
pregnancy.

The foundation of the action at common law is loss of
service. The mere relationship of parent and child is not
sufficient to support the action. There must be the real
or presumed relationship of master and servant : the action
at comamon law is not maintainable without some proof of
los: of service. (Thompson v. Ross, 5 . & N. 16}

Slight evidence of service is sufficient, such as milking
of cows, pouring out tea, or the performance of similar
dowmestic duties. (Bennett v. Alleott, 2'T. R. 168 ; Larr
v. Ciark, 2 Chit. R. 261 ; Maun v. Barrett, 6 Xsp. 82.)

If the daughter live with ber parents, the relationship of
master and servant is presumed (Maunder v. Venn., M. &
M, 323); but if living in the servie~ of another at the
time of the seduction her parcat cannot at common law
maintain the action. (Dean v. Pecl, 5 East. 45.)

The consequence is that a great hardship arises. The
law based on fiction works real injustice.  For the se-
duction of the daughter of the rich man, who resides
with her father, and whom the law presumes to be the
servant of her father, though she perform no service what-
over beyond that of livingTin luxury at his expense, the
law provides a remedy. But for the seduction of the
daughter of the poor man, whom necessity compels to be
the servant of others, at common law there is no remedy
whatever,  (Carr v. Clark, 2 Chit. R. 260.)

The master himself with whom she is hired may be
her seducer, and as no loss of service arises therefrom to
her father or mother, the action at common law cannot



