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assist hitn b>' appointing a receiver : Colyer v. Isaacs, 77 L.T. 198.
It is a curious inconsistency that while income of property sub-
ject to restraint not falling due until after the judgment can not
be iý.ached by the judgment creditor, it can be reached by a creditor
who postpoties obtaining his judgment utitil, or until after the due
date of the income. While the proviso in 9. 1 of the aineiidiing
Act of 1 893 is hýot included in the New Brunswick Act, it mnay not
be without practical interest to the New Brunswick reader to briefly
advert to the question whether the proviso does flot render obsoletc,
ini cases to %vhich it applies, the decisions that incarne subject to
restraint upon anticipation due at or before the date of a judgment
can be reached. The wvords of the proviso are : " Provided that
nothing in this section contained shall render available to satisFy
an), liability or obligation arising out of such contract, an-y separate
prolperty \vhich nt that time or thereafter she is restrained froin
anticipating." In Hoed Jzrrs v. Cat/ecart (1894), 2 Q.B. 576, Kay.
L.., ici the concluding paragraph of his judgment says the questioni
decided in that case does flot seem to bc affected as to future
contracts and judgnients by the proviso. 1-e therefore apparcntýy
regarded the wvords " at that time," to refer to the date of a judg-
ment agaînst a mnarried wornan. That wvou1d appear to bc highly
disputable. It is the opinlion of A. L Siith, L.J., and VJaughan
Williams, L.J., as stated in Bizrnei v. Hovardi (1900), 2 Q.B. 78,
that these worcls clearly mean " at the time of entering into the
contract." If that construction prevails then income of property
subject to restraint accruing due at or after the date of the contract
is protected fromr liability.

A conflict of opinion is to be found arnong English judges
upon ithe question whether property subject to a restraint upon
anticipation cari he taken in satisfaction of a judgrnent obtained
against a ferne upon a contract made by her during coverture upon
the coverture ceasing. As the restraint upon anticipation is a
device for the protection of a rnarried wornan's separate property
against alienation at the instance of the husband it can only be
annexed to separate property. tjntil coverture arises or upon it
ceasing the restraint is suspended and bas no operation, and the
power of alienation is unfettered : Tulleti v. Atrrnstrong, i Beav.
1, 4 M- & C 390. Property, therefore, given to, the separate use of
a woman, subject to a restrairit upon anticipation may be aliened
by her at any time when she is a feme sole, whether by reason of
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