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4the refuPai of the court beIow to subrnit the case ta a jury was not erroneou.
4 The court said that were the judgrnent of the court below ta, bc reversed, then it
4 would have to be adrnitted flot onty that a wife rnight acquire and hold property

$ en her personal credit, but also that she might have and own, even as against
creditors; the labor and earnings of her husband. The case did flot corne within
the Act ta protect the earnings of married wornen, for she had no such earnings.

j ~, It is truc she owned a house and lot, but she did flot obtain the goods on the
credit of that estate. The vencdor ivas ignorant of its existence. The law of the
'State, as laid down in Seteds v. Kal/der, is that whiIe a rnarried womran rnay buv
goods on credit, it mnust be on the credit of her separate estate, and as against
the creditors of her husband she must afflrmatively establish that fact ; though
when she owns property sufficient in value to serve as the fouridation of a credih.
direct proof that the credit wvas bascd on it ray flot bc necessary, for the jury
rnay infer the fact frorn the circumstances surrounding the transaction. In the
prescrnt instance there were no such circumstances as would warrant such ail
inférence. Personally, beyand the signing of the notes, she wvas flot known in

4 the business. The whole matter wvas canduct -1 by the husband, and without
the slightest reference to her estate, The court below could not bc be convicted
of error ini refusing ta subrnit to the jury a case so wholly unsupported by.facts.

Since the decisian of the above case a new Act has been passed by the State
î of Pennsylvania, which provides that marriage "shal flot be held to impose an%-
ï

disability on, or incapacity. in, a rnarried waman as ta the acquilisition, ownership,
4 possession, contrai, use, or disposition of property of any kind ini any trade or

business in which she may engage.".- There are, however, two restrictions. ane
- I is that she cannet nortgage or convey real estate without her husband joining
q in the rnartgage or deed; the other is that she shail be unable to become accom-i modation endorser, guarantee, or surety for- another.

accont f a unepored asein he Cunt Cortwherin he igh ofpolice

thepreise rfF.,an inormtio ofit asgiven toth iolice. Certain foot-
prints were four.J at a distance of five or six hundred yards frorn the .scene of
the theft. On the sarne night there had been an atternpted robbery from a
neighbouring house. Tnhe footprints were traced thither, and thence ta the

plaitifNhoue. Tey ere rinipaly aong fotpat whc te panfI frequently traversed. The officers went in plain clothes, and, without a warrant.
searched the plaintifr~s house and out-houses. No charge had been made
against the plaintiff The counsel who argued the case said they could find no
atithority expressly in point, and his lionour Judge Jordan, failed to, find a à.se

.4 decisive of the point, but on the analogies of other decisions, on general principlest' cof law, and on the opinion of text-writers, he basted his decision in favQur of theplaintiff Every mnan's house is his castle » is an aid rnaxim, against any


