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exCept that it lias become venerable by
age. It lias been commented on over
k1id over again, and nothing but the aver-
8iOni of the Profession from ail changes

'Iwhat they have become accustomed to
'Olild have kept such a rule in force.
~The rule amounts to this, that the party
eeally injured bias suffered no- illjury suf-
ficienit for the law to notice, but that bier
fa.tber, or master, who bias lost bier ser-
'Vices, can brina an action for sucli sec-
()Idary, and inferior loss. Tbis loas of
sevice xnay be of the most trifling des-

11pion. lu one case, indeed, tried by
eliief Justice Abbott, bis Lordship held
thiat the boss by a father of bis daughter's
services in making tea -%as a sufficient

108to enable biîni to maintain this action.
btwhen the loss of service bas once

l3eenl established, then damages are, heaped
1pon other grounids, and this practice

had become so inveterate in Lord Ellen-
bOrough's Lime, that lie said it could not

4shaken. So that the damages given
feequently include an appraisement by
the jury of the moral deliiuquency of the
4efenidant, and tise inj ury and dishonour
e11Staîned by the real p'aintifi and lier
%Mfl1y. la it not tirue that a ruie of law,
Nvhich places a father's in-onvenience in

}angto make lis own tea above the
Iosa of bis daughter's virtue, and the dis-
hon1our they both suifer, should be abro-
gated, and the seduction itself be made
the ground of action, if aniy sucli actions
8 1 to be allowcd ? There are some wbo
think, bowever, that sucli actions should
1iOt be maintainable, the consent of the
WOraan taking away the riglit of action.
WVhicbever opinion prevaiÏs, it is very
desirable that the law shou!d be placed

ç a reasonable footing, and that juries
8houk1l not import ineito their verdicts
dh)Tages for injuries quite distinct from

teostensible one on which the verdict
Sfoune.-aw Timnes.

I1STtURBING RELIGIO&S 1VOR-
SWIP-A CURIQUS CASE.

.It is not often that a case arises com-
UlUgthe coniical, with the serious in as

PeeClijar a manner as the case of The
'ýQev Linek/wwv 69 North Carolina

"> ts* 214. The defendlant, a menuber
fo Methodist Ch-arcb, was indicted

j~disturbing the congregation. It was
Froof that lie sang, dnring religious

worsliip, in sucli a manner as to disturb
the congregation, and greatly interrupt
the services. *One of the witnesses irai-
tated bis singing in a manner whicli
ii'produced a burst of prolonged and irre-
sistible laugliter, convulsing alike the
spectators, tlie bar, tlie jury and the
court." Lt was in evidence tbat the dis-
turbance occasioned by bis singing was
decided and serious. "The eifect of it
was to make one part of tlie congregation
laugli, and the other mad ; the irreligious
and frivolous enijoyed it as fun, wbule the
serigus and devout were indignant." The
defendant, being on many occasions ex-
poatulated witli by the cburch-mnrbers
and authorities, replied, "'that lie Nvo;ld
worsbip God, and that as a part of his
wvorship it wvas bis duity to sin,,."

It was not contended by the State thiat
the defendant had any purpose or iinti on-
tion to disturb the congregation ; 'but on
tlie contrary, it was adnsitted that lie was
conacientiously taking part in tho mcli-
gioua services. Neverthelcss, the trial
court instructed the jury that lie nust be
presumed to have intended the necessary
consequences of bis bad. singing; and they
accordingly returned a verdict of ,uilty.
But the supreme court (Settie, J.) said
that this admission of the State put an
end to the prosecution; that, althou, -h a
mati is generally presumed. to intend the
consequences of bis acta, yet the prestim-
tion is bere rebutted. by a fact adinitted
by tbe State. Il t would seem," said the
court, Ilthat the defendant is a proper
subject for the discipline of the church,
but not for the discipline of the court:s."
-entral Lawv Journal.

JUDICL4L FORESIGHT.

Judges, in their anxiety not to be mis-
linderstood, occasionally add to their
judgments a caution that tliey must flot
be taken to decide more than is actually
involved in the case, and that if certain
ingredients bad been in the case they
probably have arrived at a différent con-
clusion. Last year, a case'which excited
nxucli attention at the time w-as decided.
in tlie Court of Queen's Ben ch. and MNr.
Justice Archibald, in giving bis opinion,
qualifled it in a manner almost *proving
prescience of a case whicli followed some
seven montbs afterwards. In the first
firat case, Harrie v. Nickergon, 42 Law
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