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modified, water,as if soda orinstruction, anythis sarsaparilla,
not weredrink, sold,other or spirituous,cooling refreshing

not conviction. He would bethe vendor could escape equally
the vendor of or otherliable to with whiskeypunishment

theis not law.Suchbeverages.spirituous
it is that intoxica-house,To constitute a necessarytippling

be therein.drinks should soldting
The must cause remanded.be reversed and thejudgment

reversed.Judgment
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notas a doesgovernment,a of the deserter, implyin the serviceperson military

;the arrestedofthe and the personto seize propertyauthority carry away private
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In this itcase, that not theClark, inappeal's being military
service of the but under the ofgovernment, authorityacting

deserter,the arrested as a atprovost marshal, and,Cumins
the same time, took and carried from the house ofaway

aCumins, which thewas of the latter.gun private property
Cumins has demanded the return of the but it has notgun,
been Clark herestored, turned it over to theswearing pro-
vost marshal. The below obtained forplaintiff judgment
the ofvalue the gun.

The was Whateverjudgment haveclearly right. may
been the of the arrest aauthority defendant to the asplaintiff

hedeserter, had no or toclearly seize andauthorityright
hiscarry He notaway private does claim to haveproperty.

been directed the marshal to and noby that,seizeprovost
facts the record a state ofappear affairs whichupon showing
would the inmarshal suchjustify provost assuming authority,

if heeven had undertaken to assume it.
The must bejudgment affirmed.

Judgment affirmed.
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Attorney’s1. fees—not taxable as In acosts. suit for and thepartition
assignment of on the motion of fordower, solicitors the on thecomplainant,
coming in of the master’s anfor order on the master to outreport, them ofpay
the of the their infeesproceeds the and the courtsale, so it wascase, ordered,


