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a.part frc'- hirm; and (2) That parties have up to the t.ixe of
such desertiori or justification bien domieiled in Englaiid [tiie
Province]l; and (3) The husbnnd has after sueh time sequired.........
a domicile in -, foreign country, but the wiie has continned resi-
dent in England [the P-ovince] ; the Court (semble) bas on the
petition of the wife juisdiction te grant a divorce." The es-
eeption waa recogrised, in Stathatos v. Stailwtos, [,I913%] P. 46,
82 L.J. (P.) 34. An undefended petfition by a. wife for divorce
on the grounds of adultery and desertion. The petitiotier haît
been married to a Greek in Londnu. She lied beên deserteti,
the husband later getting a deerco uf nullity in (Greece, and re-
mlarrying there. The grounds; for the 4decaration of nu.lity
were the absence from the marriage of a Greek priest, grounds
rcognised i Greec, but net in England. It ivas held that the
Court liad juirisdiction, it bei, g pointeci eut that it would bo
absurd te hold that a deserted wife should b bgd te foltow
lier husband areund the world i an endeavor te catch up to
hlim for the purpose of bringing an action for divorce in the
,jurisdietion of his doiciile. liastly, it should be noted that
for a decla ration of nullity of inarriage, residence less than dom-
icile 15 suffieient, iii fact, jurisdiction then depends on where
the mnarriage has been eelebrated or where the respondeuit i-4
mnoro or less permanently resident. 'his is only rea.uinable, for
the domicile of the wornan may depend on the very point un-
(ter contifieration-the validity of the miarriage. Liiti'ce v. Vaii
Aerdo (1894), 10 Times L.R. 426. A Duteil couple were mar-
ilied i E1.ngland. It turncd out that the husband had been pre"-
vious6y married to another woînn still living. AMter both. had
ceased te bc doiniciIýýd in England, the wîfe sued for a deelar-
ation of nullity. Held f hat the Court hiad jurisdietioni.

3. JUR1$ýDICTION, PARLIAMENTrRy DivoïRCE;.
Fromi a study of the previous chapter, it will be appareiit

that to-day the oiidy parts of Canada where Parliamentary di-
vorce is stili a necesaity are Ontario and Quebee. 0f course,
the jurisdiction ef Parliainent over divorce in general, and it iti
opeîî to pcrsonis domiciled in any Province te apply te Parlia-
nient~ for a diroree; but, in practice, applications have in the.
past been. confined te persons domieiled in Quebec, Ontario, thoý
thrc prairie provinces, and the Yukon. In the future, igueh
applications will in ail probability be conflned te Ontario and
Quebee.

In the early days, Prince Edward Island liad adopted a coin-
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