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. was difficulty about the t
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now Sought to be recovered; besides, the
fiescnption is word for word the same as, that
;:rt:xe receipt on which the action is founded,
h(fre 8ppears to be no deed. The Jjudg-
™ment in a previous case could, at most, only
affect one of the parties, and it does not
wasg the same

appear by the judgment that it
the Corporation of Yamaska

land, Tpe case of.
V~.R’feaume, 12L.C. R.p. 488, settles the main
Principle ip this case. The relation of the
g"ﬁes to one another was not quite the same ;
ut the 1nvalidity of a sale, under the circum-
Ces, I8 already shown.
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Comp;n garanne., who were directors of this
an on 0y, got him to subscribe the stock on
ake Press gum.'antee by them that they would
! lnerchax_ldlze in payment. The only point
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BNBON, . This ig 8n action by a bujlder

seventy.gsix dollars and some cents. The
account extends from April 1869 to April
1872 ; and credits are given in 1870 and 1871,
amounting to $551.560. The plea offers $3.20
a8 being all that is due under the account, and
and $8.55 costs as in a Circuit Court action ;
and as to the rest, the defendants plead the five
years’ prescription. There is only a general
answer to this plea, and the evidence of the
agent offered to prove an acknowledgment of
the debt in 1873 is objected to, and must have
been overruled, if that were all; but I see the
declaration sets up as the ground of action this
very promise; therefore, it is no longer a
question of interruption of the prescription
pleaded by the debtor; but proof of the allega-
tion on which the action is based. I can see
nothing in a case like this to prevent the
plaintiff from recovering, if he alleges an
acknowledgment and undertaking to pay,
within the five years, and proves it. There-
fore, I maintain the action, and dismiss the
plea and the motion to reject evidence.
Roy & Bouthillier for plaintiff.
Lacoste § Co., for defendants,

THE PROPOSED CRIMINAL CODE OF
ENGLAND. .

[Concluded from p. 24.]

The great publicity given to the Bradlaugh
prosecution for alleged obscene publication,
and the question of how far the defendants
were liable, if they acted in good faith and for
what they believed the general intercst, attracts
attention to the law as sought to be defined in
the code. .

The jury in that case found the book pub-
lished was calculated to deprave public morals,
but exonerated the defendants from any corrupt,
motives in publishing it. The Lord Chief
Justice said this amounted to a verdict of
guilty. The code declares the law as thus
defined to be that a person is justified in an
obscene publication, if it was, in the opinion of
the jury, for the public good or advantageous
to science, provided the publication is not
made in a manner to exceed what the public
good requires ; and the motives of the publisher
are immaterial.



