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woda "shall bc guilty of any act which would entitie" the ue
band to, obtain a dissolution of the said inarriage?"mann
more than "shali commit adultery;" thât the. parties must hav
meant tliâ4 the deed was to become iuoperative, in so farast

was eneicil t the plaintiff, if she did not reinain chaste.
If adultey was *hal was meaut, the wellklno-wii diu a
cluewhieh comuipuly forrns part of separation deeds ndo

divorce dces sould have been iuserted. Se. Ollier v. lir

Wt 18 idle to contend that adudtery i'entitles" husado
wife toa isouto ofi the. marriage in this Province. Nothn
enilsany oe t such a divorce. A new law must be id

before an scdiorce <ean b. had, and there is just as nc
leisatvepowe o ake uh a lawfr Uy othercaso ......

for~~ nocue st m&ke it for adultery. .....

To ustin he efeceil was incumbent on the defendatt
prov tht h wRs"enitld t a dissolution of the rarae1

It was aid tht stew e provided for two cases, th n
disoluionof marig andthe other eutitled to dissolutino

mariag, te ouart wasbon to give sozne effectualmenngt
the ltter ase iffernt f om ha attribuitable to theforn. ý

andno the resonblemeaingcould b. attributai toth

laterword than"or f th wifeshal comit tii. ry" U

beeee doniclina conty h laws of wiiich olenij

or~4ti onrun an ofrgru

MAiiF.N J. ageedin he esut. e poinited out ththe

weremad fera dvorc,'ad tht Prliaentdeclared theap. i


