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In this case the judgment haît been reeovered against the. bug-
band and the. wife to b. leviod, as far a sahe wus eaneerned, out
of lier separate estate; but the Iearned judge held that that
could not be treated as a juidgment against them jointly; but
was in affect a jiidgment against thie hu.%,nd and against the
separa.te estate of the wife.

TaÀJE uruom- Booxs OF &CC0ODNTS--INSPECTION-RItGHT TO
EXPLOY AGENT TO INSPECT BOOKS 0F TRADE uNioN-TicADE
UNIoN AOT, 1871 (34-35 VicT., c. 31), s. 14, scHED. 1, CL. 6
-(R.S.C., C. 125, S. 10, SCIED. 2, CL. 6).

Norey v. Keep (1909) 1 Ch. 561. This was an action by
the inembers of a trade unian ciaiming a declaration that the
plaintiffs wer3 eiititled by tht'ir aevountant or firmi of accountantg
as their agent or agents to inspect the books of ac.3ount of the
union. The right ivas claiîned under the Trade Union Act, l1,71,
s. 14, Sched. 1, 01. 6 (see R.S.C., c. 1.25, a. 10, Sched. 2, CI. 6).
The defendants lied offei-ed to aliow the plaintiffs to niake a
personal inspection but declined to allow théàir agent to inqpet.
Pa.rker, J., held that tlie plaintiffs lied the right to employ an
agent to niake the inspection. Hie, therefore, held that the plain-
tiffs were entitled to succeed in the action, but he held that the
agent employed by thern might be required to give an undertak-
ing that the information derived froin the books shall orAIy b.
used fur informing hie principals.


