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Purchaser from the husband subsequent to the judgment be entitled to hold free
from the doWer of the tirst wife ?

Having regard to the wide extent (i the jurisdiction of tho court and to the
fconsequent extensive range of subjects which rnay be miade the subject of litiga.

tion, and ronsequcntly of consent judgments, it inay perhaps ere long need to
bu .-onsidered whether titis uinlimited power of granting judgmnents by consent
now huIel to be v'usted in the Master in Chamnbers and Local Masters ought flot in
sonie 'vas to be ctirtailed and lirniited so as to confine it to cases of muere nioney
deniands and judgiiiett for accounits and inquiries, Xhich, Nve are inclined to
believe, is the ttmost lmit toi whicl, such a Jurisdiction should bu deiegated to
any judicial officer.

Not oiily in the c11S_ WCe haVe put, but in others that mlighit ble mentionud, a
jud(gt,. \N- believe, would refuse to pronounlce a judgnient upon consent, as being
contrari, to public pobcv, and on no consideration %vould he pronouince ajudgtnent
deLl,ritg a rnarriage void except on the rnost plain andi sufficieuit evideuice of its
invaliditv'. Mit we cati conceive that soute inexperienced local officer xnlight
assume thuat lie Nvas boum] to granit a judgiut iii accordance Nvith a cousent, nuo
matter what the subject-iiuattcr of it iiight be. F~or it inust be rettueitbered that

under the J udicature Act no previotis professional traininig wvhatever appears to
be necessarv for the Nlaster's office. The occupant appareuitly need not ev'en bc
ai Iaw student, andl still less a barrister or solicitor.

Asstiining a judgutvnt by consent to be proiiounced in a case Nvhere the court
itself -vould flot have pronotnncetd judgment. it woinld nevertheless stand in the
saill position as if it had beeti pronouuced ky a judge ; and it %votld certainly bu
a hardship to deprive innocent persons of righits which thev had hond fid acquieed
on t'he fititlî of it.

COMMENTS ON CURR!ENT ENGLISHt DECISIONS.
(Aigu.t nuunibe, .' tLlh Law~ Report-, omit, n,,d >

* ARlr-EAtON~-I'I.tCToT STAY RV~ .O<S STEI' IN TEEH OCEJNS

Chial)bCI1 V. No;'tl (I,$91), 2 Q.B. 2i2, wvas anl application under the Arbitration
Act, x8 9o, to stay proceedings and to compel the reference of a counter-clalnr to
arbitration purstiant to ain agreemnent. The statute atithorized the motion to bu
nIlade "at anv timie after appearance and before delivering any pleadings or

* taking any other steps in the pruceedings.' After the delivery of the counter-
dlaim, the defendant took out a mumntons for directions for the purpose of obtaini-
ing discoverv froin thîe plaintiff, and un the hearing of this sunmons the plaintiff

* applied for andI obtained leave to administer interrogatories to the defendant.
Dennian and Wills, jj,, %vere of opinion that the plaintiWfs applyi ng for and ob-
taining leave to admninister interrogatories wvas a "step ini the proceedings," and
.Qllse(iuentl3? there Nvas no jurisdiction to stay the proceedings.

STATUTE, CONSTRU'CTION op --AcT, %airw tETROqPXCTIVE.

*it re Ililliaits & Sk'psiy (1891), 2 Q.13. 257, the Court of Appeal (Lord
Esher, M.R., and Lopes and Kay, L.JJ.) reversed the decision of the Divisional
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