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E}flatrfed it, the defendants were entitled to deduct the value
that e mlssmg bales as claimed by them. It may be noticed
quest.both this case and the preceding one turned upon a
whi hlon of fact, and in both cases the appeal was successful,
i d° seems rather to show that the infallibility which some
is f:;are mCllI.led to attribute to a judicial finding of facts
atithy ler fallacious; and, at all events, we have the high
Jud erl_ty of th? House of Lords that a finding of fact by a
I‘eagg(; is examinable by an appellate Court, and that the
the‘ ﬁns _Of that finding may be inquired into, and, if erroneous,
nding may properly be set aside.

Rs.o
=0 ¢,
DoR 184, s. 495—CONSTRUCTION —BY-LAWS—POWER TO REGULATE A TRADE
§ NOT INCLUDE POWER TO PROHIBIT.

JudIiIcl‘ Virgo v. 'Toronto, (1896) A.C. 88, ante vol. 31, p. 692, the
avelal Com.mlttee (Lords Watson, Macnaghten, Morris and
the SY’ and Sir R. Couch) have sustained the judgment of
underupreme Court of Canada (22 S.C.R. 447), holding that
given tthe M.unicipal Act (R.S.O. c. 184, s. 495), the power
lin dO municipal corporations to regulate the trade of ped-
o mg bO'eS not enable the corporation to prevent-the trade
of the €ing (.:a.rried on altogether within any particular streets
ein Municipality, no question of apprehended nuisance
£ 1nvolved,
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DIVORCE IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

o -
tIhe £ditor of the Canada Law Journal.
joum.:l“z:)a surprise to me to see in a recent number of your valuable
whi(:h ap te, p 139), a refe.-enFe to the case of Lc'l./ety v. Levey, ?,nd to a |:10te
Questiop iI;ear‘s in the draft R.ev‘nsed Statutes of'Brmsh Columbia, wherein a
for gye, 22 raised as to the vahfhty of an Act wh‘lch }'ms been settled law here
ict,, ¢. g ¥ears, viz.: the Divorce and Ma.tnmomal Causes A.Ct (20 & 21
Sent Divoié mp.), as amended by 21 & 22 Ynct., c. 108, under which the pre-
aled . ., e Court has so long been in operation here unchallenged :im.d unap-
liamen, ;—nd especially as no application has been made to the Dominion Par-
ave beey the Privy Council with respect to it. Under these statutes divorces
Cast, new r:'l‘ar?ted, marriages annulled, judicial separations decreed, descen}s
arriages by divorced persons have been made ; numbers of chil-

ren
und . . .
€ such marriages have been born, monies paid over, and other



