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Y e/d, aisel, per GWvNNktt J., tlmat an assign-
nent of property absolute in its forta and upon
trust tri seîl the property asuigned is not affoctied
by said sectionl 4 of the Act, whicli deals only
ivith ,il!,, cf sale by teay of chattel niîartgage.

l'le goods asqigned by E. were seized by the
sheriff under ani exaeution, and ini an action
ainnst the siierif the exectffon produced was

not signecl by the prathanotary oif the court ont
of which il was issued.

U/I. that it i the seal cf the court whichi
gime validity to sucli writs t:nd flot tbe signa.
ture :if fue officer, and tic warit of such bigna.
tuire tili flot affect tlie vflidity of the executian.

?.plîueti allowed with costs.
Il'. P. Rosv for thie appellant.

/./q,(~(,for the reSIpOndent.
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iIj~l il./ur<d/1/on-.S,~ùA ' 7iv>1 lt / i of

A wiit of suiiiiions, in the orciinarY forni of
irrits fi) serviue within the jurisdic tion,1 was
isstitd ont of the division for the District of
Alberta of tlie Suprerne Cout (if the North-
West I'crritories, and a Judge's order \vas
afierwards obtained fur leave ta serve it out of
thejurisliction The writ having been served
in ii Egiind the dlefeildant nioved before a
j udge of the court below 'Io set aside the ser-
vice, alleging that the cauise of action arase in
Eni}hind andi lie was, therofare, net subject ta the
iurisdiction of the courts ýn the Territaries; also,
assuniing the court had jurisdliction, that the writ
WaS clifective, as tie practice required that a
J udý,e's crder should bave heen obtained hefore
it issued. The mantie.- v~as refused, and the deci-
sion of the Judgc refusing it was affirined by
the full court. The defendant then sought ta
appeal ta the Supremne Court of Canada.

lil/d, GwYNNII, J., hesitanie, that the judg-
Ment sought ta bc appealed from was net a
final judgxnent in an action, suit, cause, matter,
Çr ather judicial proceeding within the mean-
hig of The Supren'e Court Act, and the court
4id nea jurisdiction ta hear the ap~peal.

Appeal quaskied %vith caste.
M, kyse,~ Q.C., for the appellatit.

J, oss, Q.C., for the respondint.
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IN RE; WILSON %Ni) ToRoNýçro INCAN-
u.cirE.ïCTRic Ll(îi-i- Co.

/fus6<tnd an:d Ior-Cov'anet, in iÈQ,.-4
Tenuants ini co;îznw- /)ero/ation of Asialee

.. ht-.Cor~c<u:cof land byamnsta'r
I)cbis.

Land iras conveyect in 187 t a husbartd and
%vifei îwho wcve niarricci in t 864,

./idd, that they teck, net by czntiretics, but, as
tenants in coîmmon, just like strangers.

I/e«d alsu, that the husband culfi by virtue
oif the D'evolumian cf Estates Act, as adiniis-
mrator of the wife, armd in lus awn riglît, make a
valid conveyance of the -Yhole of the landi, al-
th ý-gh there %vere fia debîs of the wifé ta pay.

./ran v. feý4ec, 19 O.R. 70i5, distinguisheci.

.A. Pafterson far the covipany.
I?eler/e v/cnes for 'Vin. IA'ilson.

IDiV-i Court.]

KENT v. KENr.
[Feb. 2.

Hus'ba;d atid u'f-or yuc'of land tbu/
du'icel/y-Equitible e.t'ate it qwfe-I1urband
trmst'c ofka ~a~Ie'. f /and ýy «iif.
Io infant chiidren-Posess.ion bi' àujband-
Vacturat glardiùan- Statt Of Lmtto

A conveyance af land% from a husband te hi&
wife directly %vas miade in 1870, was expressed
te be ini consideration of Ilrespect and of one
dollar," was in the usual statutory short fermn,
and was duly registered. The inarriage was in
1854.

Hld, affirnxing the decision of BO0vr, C., ante
p, 158, that the convoyance had the effect of
conveying the equitable estate in the lands ta
the wife, leaving the legal estate in the buabtaid
as trustee therof for the wife, A gift from a
husband ta a wife is not an Incta, lete gift by
reason cf the incapacity of the witb at law te
take a gift from her husband.
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