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and consequently they now were In

married

of property. She, therefore, could

bring this actlon in her own name :—C
R., 1808, Brion vs Marchildon, R. J. Q., 15 €.
R., 318

20, Des époux domlelliés et mariés dans le

Bas-Canada sont rigls da leur ations
comme tels par la lol du Bas-( v, lors
méme qu'lls vont s'établix I'étrang

21. La vente par la femme alnsi mariée, con-
intement avec son marl, mais sans mention
d'autorisation de ce dernler, faite dans I'liStat
de New York, ol cette autorisation n'est pas
requise, d'lmmeubles situés dans das-Cana
da, est absolument nulle, tant s rapport
du statut personnel, qul régit la personne
la femme, que sous le rapport du statut réel,

quant & l'aliénation des Immeuble

La ratification subséquente, av I'auto
risation du marl, ne peut val une sembla
ble vente, et n'a l'effet d'alicner lu proj
que du jour de telle ratification:—Q, &
violette & Martin, 11 L. C. R., 254; 2 L. C. J.,
61; 0 L. 0. J, 211

LLL—Personne 2 A recelve ippointed
under the statutes of New York to an insolve
Insurance Company, (whose Do wnd fur

tions are the same as those of a forelgn assig

nee In bankruptey), cannot intervene M a ens

in the 8. (., here, wherein monles belonging
to the company have been attached before
judgment on the ground of Insolven and se
cretion of estate, and claim to be pald the
monies 80 attached [less plainti's costs] for
distribution in New Yo the legal domicile
of the company :—Q.1 Osgoode & Ste
16 L. C. J, 141; 22 R. J. R. Q 0, 519
C. B. R, 1803, Penis & The Quebee Bank, R
J.Q.,2B. R R.J.Q.,30. 8,122

24, Where an action was brought in the
province of Quebee, by the plaintiff as recelv
er to corporation In liquidation domliecilod
in Ontario, and it was proved by the produc

tion of Ontario Statute that the plaintiff, as

recelver, was duly authorized to represent
corporation In judicial proceedings, he may a
appear In his quality receiver in judiclal

proceedings before the court of the provines

of Quebec:—Q. B., 1887, ( & Jacques, M
L.R.,1 166 ; M. L. R., 7 Q. B., 456 ; 31
L CJ S L. N,10; 20 L. C. J., 138
Torvance, J., 1885, Giles & Phaneuf, M. L. R
1 8.0, 322; 8 L. N, 245.—Lorange /., 1808
Barker & Central Vermont Ry Co., 4 R. de J
449, 454,

25. A recelver duly appointed to a forelgn
corporation, who is authorized, under the law

the place of
judicial

province of

his appointment
like

to appear in
In the
Quebee, for the recovery of a debt
fon therein, without
authorized by the provineial
S0 to do 1896,
sumers' Cordage Co., R. J. Q
J.Q., 7T B. R, 6T

26. Celul qui
nal francals adminis

proceedings, has the

due to the corpors

specially

being
court
Davidson Young vs Con

0C. 8, 471 ; R,

tribu
rateur provisoire, pendant

été nommé par un

Art. 6 11

d'une
peut récla
nommé par
de Québee, la pos

nullité de testament,

France, ne

une instance ¢

wceession  ouverte en

me \ l'encontre d'un s

un tribunal de la provines

session des blens dépendant de cette succes

slon qul se trouvent en cette province

Les tribunau provinee de Québe:

ont plelne autorité pour déclder de la posses

sion provisoire des meubles et es, sl8

en cette provinee, d'une per

I'é¢tranger, et leu déelsi nt raines

en ce pays

8, L'article 80 du Code
ne s'applique pa I'ndm
ou séq des bie d
dant un proeds en nullit
ne représente nullement le défunt Pagnuelc
J., 1900, Lavoignat vs Mackay J. 9., 17 ©
20, A rallway company, Incorporated under
the laws of Vermont, having leco nsolvent,
was placed In the hands of Ive by judg
men the cu Court « A\ which
vested them to operate It Ihe recelvers twk
possession of th under this judg
and by the law f Vermont, the ¢ 11t
the company could not after that dat xeeute
any judgment against the rallway Some of
the cars and locomotives of the company, of
which the recelvers had pre usly taken po
sesslon, which re on t tra f th
Grand Trunk Railway Mor cour
se of the ration of the railway by
celvers, were selzed by a creditor In ex
of a judgment obtained In this provinee
judgment creditor was a mere préte-nom for an
Ameriean ereditor, and the promissory nol
upon which the judgment w Wtained, was
igned and made payable in Vermont, where
the maker (the Railway Company) and the
payee we both domiclled The  recelvers

opposed the exeeution of the judgment here

on the ground that the selzing plainti¥ in the
of Vermont
the jndg
receivers

cause wia bound by the law

ented him from exeenting
which the

which pre
ment

nst property of

had taken possession under the judgment of
the eirenit Court of Vermont, and which
vested them with the assets of the company

ainst the creditors
0. Held As the contract was made in

Vermont

between persons

State, the consequen attac to the con
by the laws of Vermont must be applied

our court
Inasmuch as one of the conditions and

consequences of the contract with the railway
company, made applicable to it by the laws
of Vermont, was that the right of

ind sale of the property of the rallw

execntlon

shonld
elver this
allowed to
such

the appointment of re

se on
conld not he
judgment against
beeanse It had passed from
the territorial jnrisdiction of the court of Ver
mont Into that of th s of this provinee

Archidald, J., 1808, Barker vs The Central Ver

judgment creditor

proceed to execute his

property merely



