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rnlittee of the Privy Council in Huntington v. A ttrili (1892), 8 Times L.R. 341.
T hie question arose as to the proper test of whether or not an action is

Penal " within the meaning of the well-knoxvn rule of private international law
which prohibits one state from enforcing the penal law of another ; and their

'ordshiPs adopted " without hesitation " that prescribed by Mr. justice Grey in

IVSCOflsif v. The Pelicane Insurance Comnpany (127 U.S. 20o Davis, at P. 265): "The
rule that the courts ýof no country execute the law of another applies not only to

Proecutio ns and sentences for crimes and misdemeanors, but to ail suits in

favor of the State for the recovery of pecuniary penalties for any violations of the

8tatutes for the protection of its revenue or other municipal laws, and to ahl

JlIderrjent for such penalties."-Ib.

I-AW 0F SLANDER.-It used ta be a common reproach on the part of foreign-
ers against English law that affences against property were punisbed with undue

SeVerity as compared with offences against the persan. It miigbt, perhaps, be
Urgea with greater justice that aur systemn bas tao little regard for honor or repu-

tItion wbere no material interests are involved. The decisian of the Court of

APPeai on Tuesday, in the action of A lexander v. 7enkiizs discloses what many

W'il' Consider the unsatisfactory condition of the law of siander. The plaintiff is

2tOlwn- councillor of Salisbury, and the slander alleged against the defendant was

thalt hie had said that the plaintiff was neyer sober and was not a fit man for the

c0UnCil, and that on the nigbt of the election bie was s0 drunk that hie had ta be

carlied home. Verdict and damages were entered for the plaintiff in the court
below but the Court of Appeal reversed that decision on the ground that aile-

gtoswhicb would be actionably slanderous against a man in relation ta an

offce af profit were not sa when the office was one of mere honor or credit.

L.ord Iierschell admitted that the distinction might be considered unsatisfactory,

but held that it was cîearîy established by the authorities, and, if removed, could

onîy Praperly be remaved by the legisiature. In the case of women and in the

'iltter of chastity a step has already been taken in tbis direction by Mr. Milvain' s
Act of last session. It is doubtless undesirable ta encourage actions for siander,

buot 't Warthy of seriaus consideratian whether this particular distinction migbt

Utadvantageousîy be swept away. Offices of bonor often constitute a man's

areer )n false imputations with respect ta bis fitness may infiict as heavy a

ci,, Ponbis welfare and happiness as if tbey affected bim in bis material

-urrstanes.-aw ournal.

uot~~LAYUNPUNcTUAITY.-The decisians of Caunty Court judges may
'ltb of bind'ing autbority in the Higb Court, but tbe judgments of sucb men

a udge Stan or contain sncb a wealtb of learning tbat tbey repay perusal. His

Ilrhas eivedudmninacse interesting not only ta' the legal tbearist

un Pacitianer, but also ta the ordinary layman who is want ta grumble at the

Pufltuality of the railway companies. The case ta which we refer is The Gieat


