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niaining i the States and apparently thence forward support.
ing herself. In 1891, on proceedings taken by M. therefor, the
deceased not appearing, site obtained a deoree of divorce a vin..
culo upon Utae glioutd uf delàertion andci ruelty. 111 1896 the
husband went throngh a forrn of marriage with one C. and
thercafter coutinued to live with lier asj hi& wife down to the
tixne of his death. la 1889 the deeeased became insured in a
fraternal society for $2,000, which by the benefit certifleate
wvaq miade payable te his wifc 'M., anci was se, continned mitil
1896, when lie endorsed on the eertifleate a revocation of the
paynient to M., and procured a diuplieate certifleate to be issued,
stating that M. was dead, and having the arnount mcade payable
te C. and au adopted dauglter, and the insurance soe ontinued
outil his death, C. for several yt'ais befere his death paying the
premiums.

H cld. 1. Without Ocecidinig whether or not the divoree oh-
taiiied b ' M. w-ns valid, that M. under the eireimstacet's 00111(1
not ho hourd tn irnptigi the jurisdietioii of the' Court ini the
Uiiited States she had invoked te grant the divorce.

2. It was net necessary te decidle whethor or not GC.; s mar-
rimre was legal, for tha t tht. sovitty Iledfl mt vont -st td i t. val-
idity and that it wa.s net open te *M. te do so.

é. tint the adoptd dlaigliter woere thert'foro held entitled te
the mtollie4.
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and', <> jj '/j<.II /f<tn1 lijfqit oj<lo'fl a.grcelej to si-il

««ttu flCW<<-<1 1< fus<l u letinc i/ )ttfl---.qg tcitf r

saIc~1ctionfor da>»<tg<s.

Il. mie tof the benv'flt'izri-s of ati t'tatt' w'he bcd gi Çel a t"-"
cji't im te pt rohuist- ov<rtain latid for $1 2,M00, lexs lus

-gimi'o otf týw estate $1.200. ugrt'''d to seou saille foi 1!, luit
w s lhjw<tld 1) his twtbso j, r4t offvr the' propert: for 4alvI

by mietiwi te semirt' if peotsible a better prito. T'his hie pro.
ecvdi-td te tto, whnthe (Illtluu .<e of thle Vendors, woto
nati fyiig thp ho nutioner thait the plaintitf fiied no riglit to sell.
%vlt'rtu'ipotn the' auttntier refusod te szo oil %-ith the auoeti>


