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ence ripened and their store of knowledge so weil filled, tbey can-
not, we tbink, truly say that they are quite as able for the con-
tinued strain necessary for the conduct of a long trial as they once
were; and we therefore the more applaud the ennctment wbicb
gives to those who are thereby presumed to be failing (whether
they thiîk so or flot) a pension equal to the salary pieviously
enjoyed. That this provision should be made is a simple matter
of justice; and is of right, and flot of favour, especially in view of
the small emoluments given to our judges. It may be hoped also
that, to a lirnited extent, at least, it may he an inducement to the
best men at the Bar to accept judicial appointments and so sustain
the higb character of our judiciary.

LIA BILITY 0F HUSBAND FOR HIS WIFE'S TORT.

Under the M arried Women's Property Act, (R.S.O. c. 163) s. 17,
a husband is hiable for the wrongs committed hv bis wife before or
after marriage "to the extent of ail property wbatsoever belonging
to bis wife wbicb lie shalh have acquired or become entitled to
froi-n or tbrougb bis wife, after deducting' ail%, payments made by
hirn or any sumrs for which judgment may have been bonâ fide
recordcd against himn iii any legal proceeding in respect of an>'
such (lebts. contracts, or wages, for or in respect of which bis wife
is hiablc." Mât thi., section zzlb provides that " nothiîng in this. Ad
contained shail operate to increase or diminishi the liability of ail%
liusbanid miarricd before tlîe first day Of JUIV, 1884, for Or in
respect of any such debt or othcr liability of bis wifc aforesail."

While, therefore, the liabilit%' of husbands rnarried after tbc ist
J uhV, 1884 ini respect of debts ctînittcdl b>' their %vives before or
arter mnarriage is limitcd to the proptrtv of the wifé rcceived( by'
the litsbin<l andi rcmainig in his hands as above iicnttioine-d,
the liability' of butsbands, married beforc that date is gov errned b>'
tbc law a-, it st<xxl îrior to i st J ulY, i X84 .

'lhle course of legislation ini regard to married women lias not
bcen strictly l(>gical o>r conisi.,tent ini England<, as MIr. I nderiaur
lias js>iît<çl mit ini a pae puiblisled in a recent nurmber of tlic

Eig1, - a 7iji.ç, incitlîcr bias it been ,,o ini Oîtario wbcrc we
bavf l oh more or less cxactly in thc wakc of Eliglishl legiîs.
lation. 1 t lias been lackiu iii a broad aîid coiuipreisive view <'f
th':- stîIl)cct aîc. lias bcui clîaracterized by' tiiffity wliicbi ha,î


