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poor opinion of the wontan ^iho would wantunl}'

Msail the character of her huHbnnd. VVh«!n Mr.

Hunter mad« prouonitionH to the lady who in now
his wife, nlio and ncr family well knew what were

bia circuraHtanoea and proMpecta ; and auruly wIkmi

tliat marring'' ^<^'* PonNuminnted thvy had a riglit

to loolc forward to many daya and nighta of nuptial

bappiuena ; and when thoae unhappv ditferencea did

ariHe with hia finnily.the wife aiirely ought to have
excrciHfti a little forbearance and diacretion ; ahu

ought to have r«<>olloct«d that he waa the much
loved aon and brother aa well aa IiuhImuuI. When
the first little quarrel ocwned on the •way from

Torotito to Montreal, if Hunter did aay it wum child-

ish for her to wiah to »ee the aparkling of tlie light

on the watera, it waa 'not very harnh, and did not

justify her in getting^ into a pet and telling him
that if he treatb«lh«r unkindly once he would not

do Ro again. Mm. Hunter wna not forocd into the

match, and I might Hay,'but I don't that tliis looku

very much aa if Mrs. Hunter married for nn eatab-

lishment ; and.gentlwjiien, when a 'wife commonrea
in the " honey moon ' thua to differ from hei hus-

band, her future actioua are well worth watching,

The Iciirncil gontluiuan luviuwed tin; cvidvure at
length, commenting upon it, quoting largely from
the judgment of the Maater of the Holla in the di-
vorce caac, in ttupiiort of hia ntatomnnta. \V« have
given but II nu>n- cMitlina of liitMicry able M|M.>e(ii.

Our apaco dot-M not )ivnnit ua to go more largely
into it. lit) Huoko t^jr nearly two hours and was
liHt«!ned to N\ith gn-at intercHt, concluding with an
eloquent appeal in favor of the defendant aa an af-

fectionat)' Hon and brother, atating that it waa
found invariably to be the case tlyit an iitlectionate

Hon was Muru to be u kind, allectiouute huabuud,

Ml{. GIJAY'B HPKKCn.
(Jray delivered one of tho moat eloquentMr.

apeccheH, in chming the caae for the plaintilf, that
we have ever heard. He waa nearly three hours
on Ilia feet, and at Uniea waa liHtened to with
brcathleHN attention. He took Mrs. Hunter's evi-

dence as published in the TKLKiatAi'ii, and follow-
ing each hMcrci<bivi) iHj«'tion of it dwelt on the
causea which Mrs. Hunt4-rput forth for leaving her
husband, and tiie treatment which slio alleged she

This case was opened up at Fredericton on the ap-ireceived at liis liandN. As in the case of Mr.
plication for a divorce, a groat deal more evidence ^rhoraaon'a speech, we can only give an outline of

was elicited than in the pntsent case, and the Mas- what Mr. Ciray said ou tlie occasion,

ter of the Rolls, after deliberating for threennonths, In opening no said : H' I were to limit my ob-

decirted that there were not sufficient groundaiscrvationy to the feelings of tho dtsfendant and his

for a separation, or for uclafni for separate main- mother and flistejri/I could say that there are other

tenance ; and, gentlemen, you should be very care- mothors and other sisters who have I'uelings inthia

ful how you set aside by your verdict such a deci-

Bion as that. In law, if the husband turns his wife

away, she A^ould have the authority to pledge his

credit,

bouse ? I deny, unhesitatingly, that ho did so. On
the contrary, after she left, he did all in his power
to bring her back—he MTJote a letter begging her to

come back—took a conch up to her father's house
'to bring her back, and she was advised by her fa-

mily not to come. Her father knew that Hunter
liad used these efforts to get his wife back, and

matter as well as those of thu defendant ; but I

have to go beyond this, and deal with facts as they
have been brought out on tluH trial. My learned

Did Mr. Hunter turn his wife out of his friend, Mr. Tliomson, has <|Uoted those beautiful

words of tho marriage wervice—" What God hath
Joined together let no man ptit asunder"—but my
learned friend forgot that there was a higher la>\-—

forgot to take the Uiblo and read those words,
which are read wherever Chrihtianity has a foot-

hold, and A\herover t\te name of Christ is known :

" For this cause shall a man leave his fatlier and
knowing this, expressed the sentiment that he 'mother and cleave unto his wife." A case such as

would rather see her iir her cofiin than go back to Ithis is not to be gtiverued by mere language, but by
live with him, I say that there was no justification Iai'guments and facts. There can be no question

for lier leaving, and that from the very first she I about tho law which regulates such cases. Tho
evinced a determination to have a separate estab-|Judgment of tlie Master, of tho Kolls, from which
lishment, doing all sliecoirid to create uuhappinessniy learned friend has quoted so largely, has uo-

in the family to this *end. After Huntpr had used ihing to do with the present case ; the application
unavailing efforts to get her to come bock, and
after he had been furuislied with a bill for her
board, he wrote to her futher, explicitly 'stating

in that case was for a difierent object, and cannot
afi'cct the present, and I ask that your conclusion

niav be difierent. The credit that we are endea-
that he was quite able and willing to support hisjvoriug to establish is that of the husband in a case
wife at his ownhousfe, and would not be responsible I wher« the wife, from u fear of uersoiuil injurj', had
for any biHs 'v/hich she might contract ; if, gentle-! left him and had contracted bills for her maiute-
men, after this you say that she has the right to nance after so leaving. The husband in such a
rdn 8ft>outtown and contract bills, I consider that {case would 'be responaible fur those debts, unless it

you are striking at the very roots of the fabric of i could be pa-oven that he had made a bona tide ofler
r.^^:»4-» «.,.J _11 J i.i_ l._ J mi-- J- _i A- i-i-- i.r^_i 1- 1 ii -e ii •!• 1 -.1 -Bociety and all domestic happiness. The conduct
of the father of the lady in this case is reprehen-
sible in the extreme. He seems to have> done all

in his power to prevent a reconciliation, forgetting
that "what God has joined together" no man should

to take her back, and even then if the wile had a

reasanahle fear tliot -the indignities would be re-

newed, she would not be compelled to return, and
the husband would still be responsible for her

|

maintenance. First, we have to determine if the
put asunder—and, gentlemen, in this caee it was conduct of the husband was such- as to justify the
}xo nuin who did keep tbem asuudor wife in leaving—was it such as .to cause Mer to

%^1fev
.y^f-


