
THE ONTARIO WVEEKLY NOTE.

CLUTE, J., in a wvrittenl judgmnent, said that the housze andi

wýere the pr-operty of the plaintiff Emmxa Mundier, the wvife of t

plaintiff Mark 'Mundier. The plaintiff EmMa owed( the dlefeik

Robinson $47 andj interest on a certain promissory note, and 1

plainti fMark owed Robinson $,41.40 on an openaent 1

defendant Robinson sued the husband arnd wvife in one ac-tion ii

Divis_,ion Couirt upon the note and the aceount. They, wvere p

sonally ser-ved, and on the 4th Mai-eh, 1916, judgxnent wvas entes

against both of thein 1by defauit for $89.15 for xlebt and ,ý5.08

costs. Execution against the goods of both was placed lai

bailiWfs bande, and on the 2nd August, 1916, lie made a relurui

milla bona. On the 17th August, 1916, Robinson caused aa

of fi. fa. lande to be issued on the judgmient, directed lo theSh<-,

of Welland, who on tbe 3Oth October, 1917, sold the hiouse e

lot of the plaintif! irnma to the defendant Robinson for $1'

The property was ineiimbered to the amiount of nearly $1,4

On the llth June, 1918, Robinson eold hie interest iii the propc

(subject to the incunibrances) to the defendant fienderson
8150 and taxes.

The learned Judge found that the property ýwas worth at.

tiine of the sale abo)ut $1,800; that the wif e wae responsible

the note oxnly, andi the husband was r-esponisible for the aecox

and that obtaining a judieut, for the two suis agalinst 1)

huebauti and wife 'was a iniiense of the Court prouedure;

Robinson'e conduet did flot shew an jutent Wo defraud, and

wife, if ehe had defended the -action, couldi have taisdI

she was not iab)le for the ainount of the account,
Thle learnlet Judge also fouud that the plaintif! Eimmna

Iialle for the proiniisory note sued upon, thoulgh it was madje

the debt of bier huesbanti; euie understood perfectly ýwl1wa

waLS doing; and Ille caIse did not fait within Bank of Monitret

Stuart, 119111 A.C. 120.
The evidence satisfactorily shewed thiat there wvere( not s

cieut chattele upon which the amnount of the judgment v,

have been rlud.The action of the sheriff ini raking the

was not unrecsonable or illegal.
The. defendant Robineon, before ho soldto W Ienderson, off

t one the landtr poii beingyaid the amount of hie judgi

andi costa; and lenderson afterw,ýar-ds offeredti reconvey t

being paiti the ainount, which lie hiat paidti WR1obinson, phis

mnnta natie by him upon. the miorltge and for, taxes.

Trho joiraing by Robinson of the wif e mwith the hiusbanti

obtniuling jutipuent for the amoulit of the note, for wlc<h Ae

lhable, anti the amlounit of the account, for which 41e N

hale ws iiot Quch an abuse (À the. procedure of the Cou

Wo render the jutient, void. Whuiie what was doue was W.i


