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P'rovince of lRew lBrunzwtch.
SUPRIE'MEý, COURT.EN BANC] 

[Feb. 7-McLEýoi) 7%. TViE UNIVERSAI, MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY.
Miarine insUranýce- ('alue(i po/hy. 

"h
The femnale plaintiff sued on a valued policy to recover $2,201.25. hship was valued in the policy at $22,o00. Tlhe plai1ntiff was the registeredowner of the 64 shares wbiclb were subject to a mortgage. Outsîde of thepoîicy in suit, plaintifl had $16pooo on another policy ; the rnortgagee had$5,ooo, and the ship's husband had $5,ooo, on the bull, i bch hie had no<interest, but swore the policy was really a disbursemnent policy. Ail the insur-ance except that involved ini this suit bad been paid, and defendants cIaille(îthat as the amount of insurance aiready paid was greater than the value Ofthe vessel stated in the policy in suit, the plaintiff was precluded frorn recover-ing. There was evidence to show that the real value of the ship wvas greaterthan $22,ooo. The judge below gave judginent for the plaint if.On appeal the iudgment was sustained.
Currey, Q.C., for plaintiff.
Ar1ns1roj-, Q.C., and B/air, Attorney-(;ene ral, contra.rbere was an interesting point with reference to practice decîded in thiscase also. I)During the progress of the trial the defendants w ished to have theplaintifP's books brought into Court, b)ut liad flot subpoenaed plai ntiff. Tlhcyasked for an adjournment to permit of their doing so, whicb was refused by thetrial Judge on objection being taken, and this decision of the trial Judge wîlsalso upbeld by the full Court.

EN BANC] 
[e.7.

LE'E V'. WALLIAC'E.LebPractice-E-quily court--Mtrtel Wo;nan iah/e in equiy u(nder Coi. S/ai.,c. 72
'rhe defendant who is a rnarried womnan, employed plaintiff to make certalilrepairs to a building, which plaintiff did. Being unable to get payrneflt Of abalance, which be alleged was due under tbe contract, he filed a bill in e(lLityto compel paymnent. TIhe defendant dernurred to the bill on the ground tha'ta married woman could flot be proceeded against under c. 72, Col. St. t.TUCK, J., upheld the demurrer and ordered the bill to be dismissed. vIieplaintiff appealed to Supreine Court of New Brunswick.Heid, per BARKJFR, LANI>RY and VANWART, jj. (HANIN(;'ON, j., dis-senting) that a married woman is hiable in equity for ber contracts dur-i'19coverture, and may be sued in tbe Equity Court.

TUCK, J. l 

eb
In Chambers. f

BUSSIN<; 7. MCLAUCHI.AN[e. 
.Coi1. _S/aI.,9 C. 38S ý-lpbiçnýei on jUaýgIenî -Meanr 10 M>Y-Plaintiff beld a city court judgrnent against defendant, wbomn be broughtbefore FoRiiWs, Co. J., for examination under Col. Stat., c. 38. Thec defendant
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