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to tbe husband. Then tbei'e are the chidren to be considered.
Personally the wife, even when innocent, suffers more in repu-
tation from the censoriousness of society, unjustly, no doubt; but
Pociety is so constituted, and it is vain to protest. Moreover, the
wife (sucli, again, are the ethies of society embodied in tbe law)
bas to, prove unfaithf'ulness plus desertion or legai cruelty-to get
over two stiles, in fact, where the husband bais but one to, sur-
mount. A curions rovelation of the statisties is- that unfaithf'ul-
ness breaks out mostly after between ton and twenty years of
matrimony. The spouses prosumably are tired of one another.
Hurnan lire, as insuranco companies know, bas its critical periods,
its dangerous ages, and the second deeade seems to, be the critical
one of married lif.-lb.

ÀAJOURNLIST'S SOURCES 0F INFORMATION-ARE
THE Y PR1 VIIEGED ?

Tho recent decision, says a writer in the Universii'y Law
Review, of Judge Bradley in the action against Sebriver, the
newspaper correspondent of the "M3ail and Express," who
rofused to answer a question propounded by the Senate invegti-
gating committee concerning the namo of'a Congressman wbo
had informed hirn that ho had been told by a certain wire manu-
facturer that there wa,, during the pendency or the Wilson Tariff
bill in the Sonate, a conference in a room in the Arlington Ilotel
between cet-tain UJnited States Senators and the sugar magnatos,
regairdiiug which confer-ence the wituiess had written a lettor
which. appearod in the paper representod by him, opens up a
somewhat new field for discussion. The witness's refusai was
put upon the ground that a disetosure would bo a breacli of faith
to bis informant and a violation of his duty ais a journalist. In
thim refusai lie was sustained by the Cour-t, which based its
decision, however, upon the fact that the question asked of tho
witnoss was flot pertinent to the subject under inquiry, and
observed that:

"«The roason given by the committee for its ins isten ce upon an
answer, and the reason urged on the argument of this motion in
support of the rigbt to put the question, was that, given the
name of the member of Congross, lie could be isummoned and
compeiied to give the name of the wire manufacturer, and lie, in
turn, cou id be summoned and compelled to, discloso what ho had
heard behind closed doors,
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