
Ear/y Noles of Ganadian cases.

are flot applicable to a married woman against
whom judgment bas been obtainu.d in the
Division Court; and, even if liable to bc ex-
amined such a persan is flot liable to bc com-
rnitted ta gaol unider s, t82.

fdnpoàa,:L. &- S. Co. v. Varg~, 8 P. R.
355distinguished. A creditor's rights against
a married wornan debtar are determnined by
the statute at the time, the debt. is contracted,
and cannot bc enlarged by the debtor subse-
quently becoming a widow.

Held, also, followi ng Reg. v. The judgo of
the Rralsipoît County Court, 18 Q. B. D). 2 13,
that the judge>s enclorsement an the judgment
summons was the order upon such summons
and that a subsequent order was illegal.

Prohibition was ordered to restrain the en-
forcement of a warrant for the commnittal of
the defendant, a marrîed wornan.

A. il. Crier, for the plaintiff.
Ayle'swtorth, for the defendant.

C. Il. I)ivisional Court.] [Mar. 10.

FnRGuisoN v. KErNNILY.

Partîes-A flarking, fraurdloel convreya>p Y-

Asrigwee for creitors liusder 40 ViC. c. 26,
<O.)-Executzon creditors.

In an action to set aside a canveyance by
K. to his wifc as fraudulent, brougrit by the
assignee for the bene(it of creditors of K., in
pursuance of the powers conferred upon such
assignecs by 48 Vict. c. 26, S. 7 (0.), an order
was made adding certain exceution creditors
of K. as partier. phaintiff, upon the motion of
the plaintiff who desired that the action shcuhd
flot be defeated if, in other litigation pending,
it should be determined that the Act wvas ul/tra
?Jîres.

A. C, Gail, for the plaintiff.
George Kerr for the defendant.

Mac Mahion, J,) j Mar. 12.

RUSSESLL V. MACDONALD.

nwhoin-Produîciion o~f books.

t n a pending motioni ta restrain the de-
fenci, froni recelving any manies due urider
A certain eontract, and ta appoint the p.aintiff

receiver of such monies, an affidavit of the
defendant's partner was filed in answer, and
lie was cross-exaniined upon it by the plaintif.
He was uible ta answer a nutwber of ques-
tions ivith reference ta the defondant's position
in regard ta the partnership, because he had
tiot with hini the books of the partnership,
fram which alone the facts could be aEcer-
tained, and he refused tr, produce such books.

Held, that he shauki be ordered ta attend
for further examination, and ta produce the
books required, at bis own expense.

I re Emivma Silver .* ining Co., L. R. x o,
C. 194, followed.

H W Mickle, for the plaintiff.
Bain, Q.C., for the defendant.

MacMahon, J.]
GUES$ V'. PERRY.

[Mar, 12.

Wlrit of srnsAm di ndor:ennt-

The writ of summons was specially indorsed
with a rnoney demand, besides which the
indorsement claimed damages for waste> etc.
Thei plaintiff obtained an ex oarle order,
amiending the indorsenment by striking out the
dlaimi for damiages.

Held, that judgment by defi iat cauld not be
entcred after thezimendnientwitliaut ce-serving
the writ on the defendant.

/a,ze Smilh, for the plaintiff.
C. R. W Biggar, for the defendant.

Ferguson, J.]
KINCAID V. KINCAID.

[Mar. 13.

Recd ver 4y iway of eçuitab/e exvectition -
Motion for in» court or abrsCot-
0,. /-A t, s. z 7, X.8,- Rule 399- -A Pnouni of
jtidg-etent-Otker remetiies.

A motion for the appointment of a receiver
by way of equitable e\ecution is properhy
made in court, notwithstanding the language
cf 0. J. Act, s. 17, ss, 8, and Rule 399 and the
applicant will not be restricted ta the casts of
a chamber motion.

A judgment for $2 r2.6o is not toa saah to
justify the judgn nt creditor in moving for a
receiver.

April z6, t8$8.


