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case was referred to with rnutch feeling by
a learnied Quieeul's Counisel, as having ac-
tually tiaiisl)ired ini one of our cournties.
It apîJears that a uîarried wvoman applied
to a slîopkeeper f'or groods, inforîiing irui
however, tlîat she was acting con trary to
her biusband's instructions. The nier-
chant,, nevertheless furnishied the goods,
and cbargedl the woîîîan persunally witbi
their price. He then sbortly after sued
ber alue in the Division Court. The
resuit was tliat tbe womnan was kept a
whole day iii attendance at Court, atid

,the equally unifortîunate lîuiband was
kept at home to take care of the cbildreîî.
To assis Iiiîiii b is otîcrous duties lie lia1

to subsidise a neiglibour of the gemtier
sex at ai) outlay wvbich. le begrtilgeil.
He now coumplains that the Legi.latîîre
entirely iieglects tie imterests of tie uni
prutected umale. Tue case liai its par-
altel ini another-imi Wyoimmiig county-
citeil by the sanie couinsel, where the
husband spent tic day iii walk ing about
oulside the court bîouse witli the baby iii

his armis, wbile the wvife per-foruied lier
duty toW the S tate on the j ury.

PROBABLY no stronger illustration could
be given of the fact tlîut law does flot

profess to be co-extensive with rnorality,
than the state of the law relating- tu
drunkenness. It is said hyGait, J.,i Reg
v. Blakedy, 6 Prac. R. 244, that thcre are
certain vices which, in the eye of tic
law, are punishiable only wbeu practised
publicly, anmd that drunkenness is one of
these. A man cannot, when drunk in
his own bouse, bc forcibly removed there-
front, even aI the requcat of bis own

family, unless bis conduct be such as
would conistittute hirn a ruisance to the

Ob public, that is, by creatiing a public dis-
turbance. A case of siiilar inîiport
recently carne before the Bellfast Police
Court. Arn lvan, a liceiised pîubliiai)
was suinnuiied for beiii- diuiik on ]ici-

own premises. Lt was sought to suliject
ber tu a penalty under the l2th section
ot the receîît Licensing Act, which iiiflicta
a penalty upon " every person " " founi "
di-umk in any licenised premîises. l'ho
mîagistrate, however, lield titat the Act
wvas flot intended to deprive licensed
l)ullicans of the privilege of grettimîg
drîînk iu tîjeii own public liouse, but omîly
reached the casual visitor or custurner.

Turc Solicitors' Journal notes thme cases
ou1 tie question as to the riglit of the
proseeiihiiig cùîîîîsel in a <?rown prtîsecu-
tio n to reply wheri no evilemice is calleil on
beliaif of the pisumier. Wheî lte Altor-
mey-General appears fdficially oni belialfof
the Cruwmi lie is emtitled toi reply :Reg;. v.
.11arsdeu, M. & M., 439. A simuiltir right
bias beemi comiceded tu tie Solicitor-Gen-
eral :Reg. v. 'flnkley, 10 Cux C. C., 406,
a iid Iio1!. v. Boiw, 10 Cox C. ('., 407.
By the rides mnade 1)y the judges imi 1837,
r-gubiîing the practice iii trials for feloity
(7 C.,.&. P., 676), it is takemi for gratited
iliat tUe, counisel wlio represeit the bmw
officers of the Cowîi are aIs> enlitled ho
relily in sucli cases :sec Regl. v. Giorier,
1 C. & K., 628. But i> Reg. v. Christie,
1 F. & F., 75, tlie Court refiised to exlend
the privilege o the Attorney Geuieral for
the County Paîlainie of Litiicater,-Mlar-
tiii, B., there renîarking ltat the liractice
was a bad one. In lie . v. Beckwith, 7
Cox C. C., 505, Byles, J., relusel the
allegel right ho tbe counsel prosecuting in
a nialter originaiting wîUî ltta Poor Law
Board. Tlîe claiiîî of the Crown couusel
lu rely iii a prosecutioii coiiducted by
ic olicitor of tîma Treasiiry wvit, aftar
iîscussioni, recently allowed by Mr. Jus-
tice Field. The ,So1jcitors' Joîurnul re-
,,rets ltat aîy exception should have

Icnestillislied iii prusecutiouis oui be-
îiaf of the ('town manioldipîa amîy

exteso o- f ut 1ic iii> naly :19 Sol. J., 893.
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