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Div'l Ct.] [March 8.
SHAW et al v. MCCREARY et a.

Married woman-SeParate estate-Liability o/
wife for husband keeoing a wild animal on
'ife'sProerty-R.S. O., c. 132, s. 14.

Plaintiff was attacked, on tbe public street,
and injured by a bear, which had escaped fromn
the premises of tbe defendants 1busband and
wife), wbere they resided. Tbe busband bad
brougbt the bear borne, and confined him, in a
yard, witbout objection on the part of tbe wife.
The premises were the separate property of the
wife.

In an action against tbe defendants, in which
a verdict was rendered against tbe husband
alone, the trial Judge having directed the jury
tbat the wife was acting under the dominion of
ber busband, and consequently was not liable,
and dismissed the action as against ber,

Held (reversing Gaît, C.J., C.P.), tbat a mar-
ried woman may be liable for torts committed
by ber, unless acting under the coercion of
ber busband, wbich was not proved bere, and
that R. S.O0., c. 132, ss. 3 and 14, gives her all the
rigbts of a.feme sole in respect of hèr separate
property against ail the world, including ber
busband, and that if she wisbed to escape the
liability wbich attaches to tbe keeper of wvild
animais, bier duty was eitber to bave the bear
destroyed or to have it sent away, and a new
triai was ordered as to the wife, unless a consent
be given to allow tbe verdict to include both
defendants.

R. L. Fraser for tbe plaintiffs.
W. N. Miller, Q.C., for the defendant, Mary

McCreary.
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ROBERTSON, J.]
IN RE SOLICITORS.

[Jan. 31.

Solicitor and client-Costs of unnecessary Pro-
ceedings-Dg'sallowance of-Proceeding b>'
writ of summons w/tere summary ap6plicationt
sl4fficient-Administration order.

Tbe solicitnrs instituted an action on behalf
of a young woman, one of two residuary legatees
and devisees under a will, against the executors
and trustees, for an account. Upon tbe plead-
ings, charges of negligence in getting in rents,
etc., and of refusai to account, were made


