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TinE COURT (MEREDITHI, C.J., ANGLiN, J., MÂGRE, J.),
dismisscd the appeal with costs.

CARTWI<IGILT, MASTER. FEBRUttRJy 7TWT 1905.
CHAMBERS.

DOULL v. DOEIJLE.

Aitachrnent of Debts -Judgment against Married WVomani,
Payable out of Separate Estate-Froceeds of In.straice
on Lif e of Husband.

Motion by plaintiffs to make absolute a garnishing sum-
'nons.

F. J. Roche, for plaintiffs.

W. E. Middlctoin, for defendant.

TiuE MASTER.-The money attached is in the hands of the
Commercial TIravellers' Association of Canada. Tt is the pro-

ceeds of a policy on the îf e of defendant's husband; the pol icy
being payable to her.

Judgment was signed against defendant on 1lth April,
1899, on certain promissory notes given by her durîng cvr
ture, ail of them made subsequent to 60 Viet. eh. 22 (0.)

By that judgment plaintiffs were declaredl to be entitled

to recover $1,310.51 from defendant "payable out of ber

separate estate."
In Softlaw v. Welch, [18991 2 Q. B. at p. 427, Vaughani

Williams, L.J., said: " The Scott v. Morley form is the riglit

form of judgment whenever the action is brouglit on a coni-

tract mnado by a married woman during coverture." And

A. L. Sxnith, L.J., said: "The f act of a marricd woman be-
coming discovert does not, apart ftrm the provisions of the,
Act of 1893 (from which the Ontario Act of 1897 is copied>,
extend ber liabiîty upon contracts made by lier during cover-
turc.»'

Tt was contcnded for defendant that the judgment nins

be folfowed strictly, and could not be lield to bind after-
acquired property.

Tt seems, howcver, to f ollow froin what was said in Sof t-
law v. Welch (supra) that this argument cannot be sustained.j

The judgment as enteredl was, the only possible judg-
ment. But, in the subsequent events which have happened,
the words of the statute apply, so that the jwdgment iia cenow

enforceable by process of law against (this as welI as) al


