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enormity, and moet certainly of very great
rarity in tbiu country. You kept your wife
Shut up in a room for one year, and thie ie
almoet au bad an offence au anyone ean well
eoOfceive, and an offence whieb Do man eau
regard witb otber feelings than those of in-
dignation and eurpriue-indignation that ue
Bhould have becn imprieoned by you, ubut eut
from ail communication with ber friende and
Society ; and eurpriuo that uble uhould uo long
bave eubmitted te your cruel treatinent. Yen
bow ueem te think thàt you bave made atone.
'Dentofor ber *wrongu by giving ber liberty
freint you, and uottling upon bier one-half of
ber own property. l my opinion tbat iu not
atonement enough. You ougbt te have eettled
aIl upon bier, and te have given bier eomething
froin your own, and have begged her pardon
for the ill-treatment you have ubewn hier. I
Irmnet aleo state that a prosecution us not thme
Vroperty of t/&ose w/mo institute il to deal wi7m it
ýla they think fit. The publie have a higber
Ititereut in having redreuu rendered and wrong
r uniuhed, to doter others freont offending in
like manner; and mon are not to think that
tbey can treat their wivee ae you have donc,
anid escape witbout puniuhment. Acting
11pon the depouitione tbat I bave before me,
and the publie object whicb I bave mentioned,
1 now uentence yen to, ±welve monthu' impri-
8oument with bard labour."

There are few, if any, who will not admit
that thia ie by ne meanu tee great a punish-
Illent,' when we observe that the object of the
1ioner in eo treating hie wife was to get rid

Of bier, that ho might enjey bier proporty
witbout the incumbrance of ber preuence.
Iad the learued judge been. hood-winked by
the eeeming humility of the plea of guilty,
a.nd conuented te ho led by the wieo of the
Peuecutor, au ie but too much the modern
Pxactice, there would bave been afl'orded addi-
tlenal grouud for the cry which iseoven now
dily gaining ground, that the crimainal law
of thiu country iu directed merely te the pro-
tection of property, and that the old eyutem
Ort'"cric"I ie practically being reutored
Rlengut us. We congratulate the country
that Mr. Baron Bramwell hau taken occasion
te Vindicate the righte etf the publie, au op-
l'oued te the deuire of the parties, and bas de-
0lined te permit the court to be made the in-
etrumuent et what ie, in effect, if net in form,
composition of a misdomeanour. We are the
Ilore impreueed with the importance of thie
judgMnt au we find that. the principle ou
Wfhicb it reute iu net alwayu acted upen. We
have read with deep regret the report of a

OnS E parte Dobeon, Re Wilson, 1 N. R.
379) in whicb the Lords Justices of appeal in
O0hancery perinitted a bankrupt, whoee proae.
Outionl they had aotually ordered, .te go free
Olu payment by hie friendu of a uum et moey
auffieielit Io buy off thme opposing creditor..,.
&Iicitora', Journal.

PROMISE Y-. PERFORMANCE.
The eaue of William Sladden, a bankrupt

solicitor, afforde a striking commentary on
the great suit of " Promise v. Performance."
Hore ie an unbappy mortal. who, only laet
year, wae dietributing circulars - one of
-wbich was eent to ue froin the country,
where, we underutand, tbey cIrculated freely
-wboreb 'y ho offored to conduot intending
defaulteru through the labyrinthe of " sec.
tion 192," at fabulouuly low. rates. When
-"a solicitor"I offere to tranenot ail tbe busince
connected with the drawing.up, and register.
ing of composition desd for a fee wbich oee
of our correupondente informed us ameunted
to ten ehillings les than the etampu whieh
were to be paid for out of that fee, we might,
perbape, if flot very gullable, conclude that
ho knew but little of the matter. Stili we
could ecarcely bave expected go extraordinary
a proof of incompetence for the particular
function in queostion, au this bankrupt hae
eupplied. H1e has, nnquestionably, Bhown
bimeelf quite unequnI to tbe tauk which hie
undertook, and it may ho that that bau partly
to, account for Mr. William Sladden'u present
position. Froin what tranepired (on the 21st
inutant,) it appearu that "«the bankrupt had
executed no l eue than th ree deede of compo-
sition, the firut bearing date tbe 23rd of No-
vember, 1863, the second tbe 21et of March,
1864, and the third, the 2Iut of June, 1864.
Ail tbeee deedu proved to be bad in law, and
eventually ho wae compelled te petition."
Difficultieu innumerable bave been met with
in -respect of composition deedu under the
Bankruptcy Act, but tbiu ie one of the mout
remarkable illustrations of two well-known
proverbe wbich bau ever came under our no-
tice. Verbum sapienti.-Soliciltora' Journal.

MÂGISTRA.TES, MUNICIPAL &
COMMON SOHOOL LAW.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADINO
CASES.

RuaIeTuR ACT - SECPARATION 0Fp CITY P1ROM

CouNTY-COPueS 0Fr Booues.-The registrar of
the county of Frontenac, after the City of King-
Stont wau ueparated front the county for registra-
tien purposel, furnished to the regietrar for the
city a etatement of titlee te land before eeparate
books were kept for the city. Tbe plaintiff (the
regietrar for the cOunty before the eeparation)
thon oued the City Of Kingston for theuo copiee.
It wae /meld,, however, that the plaintiff wau not
bound to f'irniuh them, and tbat tho defendantu
were not obliged to pay for them, the case being
one not provided for by the uct: (Durand Y. CitY
of Rïngaton, 14 U. C. C. P. 439.)

MUNICIPAL LAw - APPLICATION TO UNSBAT

ALDBRMAN-RCLATOU. - The Con. Stat. U. C.
cap. 54 (Municipal Act), sec. 127, has rather
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