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v.; husband. That in this case the subsequent possession of the pictures as
the wife's althoug1i the house was occupied l'y lier husband and bei-self.

HeM, also, that the eflect Of s1uh-s. 4 Of S. 5 of R.S.O. 1897, c. 163,
whereby it is enacted that a woman married smnce March 4, 1889, may
hold hier property free from the debts or control of hier husband, 'lbut this
sub--s. shall fot exter.d to any propeity received by a niarried woman frorn
hier husband during coverture," is flot to make property received by the
wife from the hushand during marriage liable to the hu'iband's debts. Trhis
sub-s. mnust be read in connection with S. 3, sub-s. i, and a wife is placed
precisely in the position of a feme sole with regard to property transferred
to ber by hier busband during coverture -,and therefore she ran hold the
property against bis creditors uniess the transîer is made for ' he purpose of

- defeating them; and there was no evidence of such Durpose here.

John A. Meredith, for claimarit. j. H. Mass, for execution creditor.
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SUPREME COURT.

Full Court.] RUCGLES V'. VICTORIA BEACH RA1LIVAY CO. [Fei). 21.

Dfn -aising afier action- Gosts-_Judg'dicti.

Under'the provisions of 0. 24, r. 3, where any derendant in his state-
ment of defence alleges any ground of defence which bas arisen after the
commencement of the action the plaintiff may deliver a confession of such
defence, and rnay thereupon sign judgment for bis costs up to the time of
pleading such defenice, unless the Court or a judge otherwise orders. In an
action by plaintiff claiming damages for trespass to land taken by defendant

t company for railway purpcîses, to which a defence hadi been pleaded, the
f defendant company pleaded adeferce arising after tbe commencement of

the action, which plaintiff then confessed and en' - red judgment under the
t above rule for bis costs. An application to set aside the judgrnent was

refused on the ground that the defence neccssarily operated as a waivcr of
the grounds previously set up, and that the judgment should flot be set

i - aside and the case sent to tuiai unless the defendant company agreed to
withdraw the subsequent defence. An order having been thereupon made

4 . dismissirig the application with costs,
i Hedd, that the order shouid îiot be disturbed, the matter being one in

the discretion of the judge, andl that defendant's appeal therefrom must be
dismissed with costs.
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