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‘On the 18th of April suit was commenved
sgainst Barthoulott, before Alderman Jounings,
apon complaini of one David Evans, who styles
hmmlf the ¢ Tressuver of the Tax-payers’
Union,” to recover the penalty of $80 imposed
seotlon 2 of Aot of February 20th, i855,

n ull persons who ehall < aell, trada or barter

spirituoue or malt liquors, wine or cider, on
the st day of the week, commonly oalled Sun»

At the hesring 8hea and Tally were
camined 88 witnesses. The slderman dis-
missed the oare. It further appeared that, af v
the above suit was commonced before the ald
1man, the asid Evans stated to Mra. Barthoulu,
that if har husband would pay him $62.50, the
suit would be discontinued nnd no eriminal
rosecution gommenoced.

There was also evidence that this wae but one
of » large number of suits befors the same
alderman for alleged violation of the law refer-
red to. All of these suits were commenced
upen complaint of the aforesaid Dav'd Evans,
upon information furnished by thece relators,
1o some of them there were offers to settle upon
pryment of penslty, with costs, to Mr. Evans,
aud ona at least of the defondants testified that
ba had so seitled with Mr. Evans, '3 lstter
sgreeing to abandon any criminal prosecation,

For the relators it was urged that they were
engaged in & lawful chject, to wit, the enforee-
meat of the Bunday Liquor Law. If this was
in trath thelr ohject, it was certainly a lawful
one, sud worthy of all commendation. Assum-
ing such to bave been their purposs, did they
retors to any unlawful means to accomplish it?
If they did, and if they acted in conocert in the
puteunnce of & common design, there was & con-

iracy. It was never lutended that & man
1. oalu violate the law in order to vindioate the
L.

I am of the opinion that these relators, in
their anxiety to procure evidensce againat Mr.
Barthoulott, wont & step too far. He was not
engaged in any violation of law when they
entered his plave. They urged and porsuaded
bim to furnish the beer; in fact they resorted
% artifics and deception for that purpose. 1If
uptﬁ crime was committed, they were present
aiding snd abetting.

ihe relators that their action was entirely in
seoordance with the practice in the detective
tirtlce, not only of the police, but in other
departmonts of the Government. This is not my
understanding of the detective service. I have
never known au instance of detectives deliber-
staly proouring a man to commit a orime in
order to lodge information against him. Such
{sformers have been infamous from the time of
Titux Oatos, ’
Wa osn have no sympathy with the men who
oilt iquor on Sunday in dofiance of lsw, That
thore is & olasz of persons who habitually end
insolently defy the law is s repronch to all who
trp oharged with the prosccution of such
ofences, Itis the duty of every good eitizen to
Md in the augpresulnn of this Busday traffic.
The evila which fiow from it are Leyond sl com-
Putstion in dollars, and are felt and seen by
eviry oitizen., And Y have no besitation in any-
3 thet few persqus urve more deeply interested

It wes urged in extenuation of the condr - oi |

in enforcing this law than those who are legiti.
meately engaged in the liquor business. There
ie nothing which has done more to arsuse an
antagonism to the whole system thsn the speo-
tacle witnessed every Sabbath, of drunken men
reeling upon our streets.

I am aware of the diffionlty of procuring
testimony against this olass of offenders. It is
belleved, however, that with proper vigilance on,
the part of the police, and a hsarty co-operation
on the part of sll good ocitizens, the selling of
liguor on Bunday or-mot be sarried on to any
groat extent, Be this as It may, the resort to
such means as the Commonwenlth alloges were
employed ia this case is more than questionsble.
Tho law does not sanetion it, and no solid moral
reform will be promoted by it. It is quite possi-
ble that when the relators come to be heard in
their defence, they may show an entirely differ-
ent atate of facts from those above stated. What
I have said is bassd upon the facts a3 they now
sppear. The relators will have an ampls oppor-
tunity of vindicating themselves befors a jury,
and for that purpose they are remanded.
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| Bawwesr,
The defendants received, as ordinary bailee,
a dog to be carried on thelr road. The dog
had on its neck, when delivered to the defen-
dante, a collar, to which was attached & strom,
The dofondants secured the dog by the strap,
and the dog slipped its collar, escaped, and
was killed, Ileld, that seouring the dog by the
collar was the ordinary and proper way, and
that the defendants were not guilly of negligence
in fastening the dog by the strap suggested by
the plaintiff, who delivered the dog without
notice that the fastening was unsafo. Judgment
for defendaat. ~— Rickardson v. North Eastern
Railway Co., L.R. 7 C. P, 75.
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