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SU rPI-V t)I' INT<)X1LATING LIQiUORS TO tt.U
Stephen andi Mr. jus.,tice Charles in E'vcvzs v.i
illustration oif the application of the Ian> of lice
suppl>' of iatoxieating liquors, and the Passin'r
dant to shlowv that the place was a club. It h
lnîaind Revenute and in tic courts that propr

ith qiembiers' clubs, Ti-e exemption of miin
liquor km the iucnh i'sow, and ihe contribtt(
c.'<tent of whiat lie orders, anid docs not buy t
that therc shall bc a sale. Thcre is no s"cin
sale upon whiclî a conviction nia>' bc obaiinc
betcr opinion appears ta bce that there is fot
White's could iot take out a license--at ail ove
wishied, î'ot bring intendeci ta bc kept as place
of the law the justices in the case in question
know what points they ought ta find as a basis
Bencli. Eeuayiii answer to a somewiîat It
founci that the arrangements, reprosenting the
pretence. If by this they meant that the place
no more to be saici, but they ivent evi ta say tha
proprietor of the establishmnent," which may me
tiry club. The court evidently took tlie forni
cmie cannelo be considered to decide that ail p~
licosise.-.-Law /aîtrwal (Eng.).

J
irhayt, 98s. Noles on FExckanges and Le

1872, They lived together in Englanci until
vient to America. Iii February, 1879, she instit
State% for a decrce dissolving the marriage, andi
returneci to, Fngland, andi instituteci prâcecdlings
hier marriage _d-eclareci n-ul! and-ivoid. . Mr, Hl.
when the cas~e carne before Mr. justice Butt, he
tion, contending that if the inarriage was absol
the United States, then there existed no mar
which this court coulci bc called ta pronounce ai
that the case bc argued by the Queen's Proct
before Sir James Hannen, wvho reserveci his jud1
said he %vas of opinion that this court had noj
marriage was (lui; ;,,-d absolutely dissolveci by
court, andi therefb".:I there was no marriage exi
dissolvoci and declareci nul! andi voici by this coi
in the Unitedi States, andi after his marriage the
abodec in that czountry, anîd completely acquir
coriscquen iJy, wvou d bce di(-scI.-A1,7. G.
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january, 1873, after which they
uteci pro.:eedings ini the United
was successful. Afterwards she
here for the purpose of having

B. -Deane -appeared- for hier, andi
raiseci the question of jurisdic-

utely dissolved by the decrec of
riage between the parties upon
iy opinion, his lordship dirccting
or. The arguments were hecard
gment. Sir James Hannen nowv
jurisdiction, in thc senlse that the
the decrce in thec United Stteïc
stitig bctwvectn thc parties to lie
urt. The liusband was domicileci
potitioncr took up hier permaý.nent
cd a domicile there. Her suit,
elle (Enig.).

is-The decision of MNr. Justice
iemgze'ysomnc time ago, is an

nsing to clubs. Oii proof of tlue
of money, it la>' on the defen-

as aîways hecl iqsiii-ned b), the
'ietary clubs arc cqually, exempt
bers' clubs is clcar, because the
towards funds of his club to the
lie liquor. 1'h catute requires
i member.,' clubs; but is there a
cli n a proprictur's club? The
because clubs like Boodle's andi

nts flot a spirit licens.ý;-if they
s (if public resort. Ini this state
may wcll have been puzzleà to,

foi- the decision of the Quecn*.4
ading question of the court, they
establishment as a club was a

* was flot a club at ail, there was
t, Il in fact the manager %vas the
an necrly that <t was a proprie.
er view of the finding, and the
roprietary clubs must take out a
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