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fate, recieved a ticket which he refused to show to an in-

spector of the company ; he was summoned for breach of

the by-law. The Court of Appeal (Lindley and Kay, L.Jj.),

held that the by-law was reasonable and that the defendant

Ougeht to be convicted.
In COnflection with these cases the much litigated case of

Bler, V. T/te Grand Trunk A'y., 22 S.C.R. 498, may be re-

ferred to.

MNI1CIPAL CORPORATION -BY-LAW-RFA SON ABLKN ESS- USE 0F, PROFANE OROB

S"C1£NE LANGUAGE.

Inl StrickIaizd v. Hayes, ([896) 1 Q. B. 290, the validity of

a n-lnicipal by-law was in question. It provided that "no
person shall in any street or public place, or oin laitd adjYacclt

liereto, Sing or recite any profane or obscene song or ballad, or

Use any profane or obscene language." The defendant had

«been convicted of having used the language complained of

O1, a foOt path in a field in the presence of a large number of

PersOls. The facts were admitted, but the defendant con-

tended that the conviction should be quashed on the ground

th)at the by-law was unreasonable and therefore bad. The

Cour~t 'Of Appeal (Lindley and Kay, L.JJ.) sustained the

'Objection, holding that the words "lor on land adjacent
thereto,, were clearly too wide, and made the by-law unrea-

Sonable, and that even if the by-law were read omitting those

Words , it would be still unreasonable, as it did not contain any
Wods ifllporting that the acts must be done as so as cause

annOyanc to some other person or persons.

'ý""N" 3CIN. COtE, L FOR PURPOSES 0F BETTING-i
6 & 17 VICT., C. 119,

S, 3-CR. OI)F,ýS.'97).

L-iddel/ v. Loffthouse, (1896) 1 Q. B. 295, was another case

stated by mnagistrates. The defendant had been charged with

(Cr.ivaio of the Betting Act (16 & 17 Vict., c. 1'19), sec. 3
(C.Code, 'sec. 197). He was proved to be in the habit of

going to a certain piece of ground, which was bounded on

'fe ide by a hoarding, and on two sides by stays suppottiflg

the oardin for the purpose of betting with persons resort-

ill tertO yThe justices doubted whether this was "la
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