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anid Kay. L.ji.) refused 'to give cffect to this contention,adrafim ht

was laid down in Holiby v. Hodgsoni, 24 Q-13-1). io3, that a judgnient against a
tnarried woinian, though only enforci hie agaitist lier separate estate ilot subject
to a restraint on anticipation, is precisely the saine as a judgment against an tin-
înarried womani, except that iin the case of a inarried wonîan there is no
remiedy oni the judgment against her ;îersoîîallv, sucb as by cominittal to prison
or by proceedings ini bankruptcv. titless, she trades separatelv front ber- hushand.
The theory that a judgmlent againist ai uîarried wornan is a iiIVreý jucîgment iie
reiii sVenis, therefore, to bie abantioned.

I liv iîs> o., ( SCINCINN;.nwsNo

]i n lhhr ý.Londoii t, Vorth- Il,'cstci-ei lxy. Co. 1 892. 1 .B 122, 01V COurtI of
Appeal (Lord i.slier, Ni. R., Lupes and KaY. .JJ.) Nere nirniiious tha t a j udge
at the trial cain >t, aga irnst the w~ill of t u piai ntiff's cotinsel, urder a nlonsuit
uiponi the opening address of thc plin ntiff's vounisel, andu they set aside the lion.

quit enitevd l>v \N*rigbt, J., under snicb ci rcuistanties, witlî costs, anid lîrcetced
the costq of the former trial t> abide the restilt tif a new trial.

I>> AIEA>MINI>sNAI oN W~111 WL. .ANNEI> MEÇ isi ANI) soil.: I IN».:T
FOI N D-G *( N] TO) 1<E'>SET, VI-: OF NFXT OF NIN, * 'i :STAIR l'i\

lei the G uds qf 1, Lcv i&),P. 6>, tii> sole legatce and excti n iied i n a
wvill bad îlot beeni beard of for fort *v * \-ars. U pi proif that she lbad beeii duly
cituîl Il.\ advertisuînieît, and that the Solicitor of the Treasuiry did îlot intend
tu appiv for admnistration to ber estate, a grant (if admninistrationî with tlhu will
aliitue'(l \\as miade to the representative of the îîext of kiî of the testatrix,

v>I.Ç> \Vi I.I.- Q.SN ION O T:N.C A 01< 1RE SOL AF>. >.IAIO cI.A> E-I
EEU0iAND A>ITETINo >TES

1,, tlh' Goods (f Greeozt'ood (1892), P. 7, il \vill conItai iied 110 110111 inatioli 0f
executors iin the body of it, but below the attestationî clauise wvre the words
dexecutî>rs M .G. andI C.S.' TherŽ was -an asterisk befurc tiiese Nwori-s, andi ail

asterisk b.,fore the word 'euîtr whercver it îcutrred iii thu wi]l. I t wvas
proved that these wvords were written before the exectltion of the, w~ill. .\fter the
execttiîî thîe testator directed the' naine of - (.S.,Ol \vho was also aht attestilng
witluss, t>> bu erased wvith a kiîifé, both inî thu place wbere lit, was îîoiîîiiîated as
anl exectitor, anîd aiso where hu had sigiîed as a xw tîîess, anîd lie d irected the
naîîie of -\\*.S." to be suibstituted In both places. bult dîui ilot ru(-eXeclltuý the
wili, t bu original nainîe being visible nlotwitlistanditig the erastîrv. J(titne, J.,
hielt thbat the nom inatjiln of exclosiii its orniginal forili was vaiid n îîd shotu]d
be iinciîed i n the probate, and t bat th(! nainle of C.S,'botl as ;î Il execiltor
andl as attestînig witnuss, înuist be restoruil,
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Iroîn l'le Ak -' mis J»'iiit6 (1892)l Il. 9, two or tlîrue p>oints of admiralty' law
inay be learnied. The action wvas brotîglit Il\ thu owiners of the Cata/nnia agaînist
the owners of the Merciîanis Prince for daînages for a collision which took place
by the latter vessel runniing into the former w~hile dit anchor in broild daylight.
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