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litigants it %would be the duty of his opponent ta negativei or establish, This
applies, ta cames of possessory titie where the courts will recognite peaceful and
continuous possession for the statutory period as constituting 4 good title,
while before such titie will be forced on an unwilling purchaser it may. be
neccssary -for the vendor ta furnish satisfactorv evidence negativiiîg any of the
exceptions contained in the statute. This, however, is flot a-matter ta be put-
on the abstract, but rather on the verification of titi. before the master.

iiloss, Q.C. fer the plait2tiff.
A/iain Gas.çels for the defendant.

Divil Court.] [Dec. 21, 1894
RE~ RSEED v. GRAHANI BRas.

Afterjudgrnent bad been obtained in a Division Court action againsta
partnership firmn consistiflg of two members, one of whom only had been terv't
with the summons, judgrnent suntironses were issued againmt both the defend-
ants, and on their non-attendance thereon orders of committai against themn
wvere issued.

On a motion hy way of appeal frorn the judgrnent of 130vD, C., refusing
prohibition the judgrnent was affirmed as against the partner who had been pet
5sonally served, but reversed as agaiflst the partner wlio had flot been served, bis
uiot being a debtor utgaiust v'hIomn execution could issue, and so not liable to

tcommnittal, such :ommiittal flot being process for conternpt, but in the nature of
exectution or limited or qtualified execution.

1>. Arnour for the plaititiff.
Nlyevi/le for the defendant.

DiVl Court.] [Dec. 21, 1894.
CON 1ErDERAT1ION LiFP ASSOC.ATION v. WIL .SON.

.1farri'd woman- Côom'ýyancc /,-ous Ahsband la wife-Séparae estae.

A husband, niarried in 1863, granted, in 1874, certain land to bis wife, to
lier sole and separate use, upon which niortgages were subsequently inade by
the wvife and the husband, containing covenants for payment of the mortgage
motiey, the hutiband at the tirne declaring that the land was his wife's and that
she hiad been in possession of marne ince the date of the deed. No question
was made as to the wife's right to the property until sortie years subsequent>',
and after she lhad recotiveved to ber husband, when i. was claimed that it haid
neyer been intendeci to convey the property to the wife as ber separate estate.

11M/d that the effect of the conveyance was to vest the land in tht wife zts
her separate estate, so as te enable ber to make tht rnortgages on it, and to
enter into tht covenants contained therein.

Snow for tht plaintirn.
. A. Mil/s for tht defendant.


