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inodorn French law, wliii'liis iiDloiily imtnj siiiiplo and uniform.

l»nl moro in liarinony wilh the iialuro of liio niarriaj^e contracl.

Arliclc 1297 declares that, withoul authorization, a wifo cannot

(d)ligal(^ herself, nor hind the iiropcrty of the coninuiiiity, even for

the [Mirposeof releasinj^ herhnshand from prison, or of estai)lish-

ing their common childnMi. These; two cases were formerly

exceptions to th(; f,M'!i(>ral riilt; rennii'ing that the wife should be

aulh(»rized; but as a judicial authorization can always be obtained.

(!veu when Ihalof the husband cannot bo had, and as there seems

to be 110 reason for dispensing: with it, the Code simplifies the

law by applying IIk; same rule in every case. Article 1342, in

order to reuKidy a deticiency in the former law, as wtdl as for

the sake of uniformity, n-nnii'es thai the inventory made by a

wife, after llu; death of her husband, to enable her to renounce

the conumuiity, shall he judicially closed, in the same manner as

that prescribed by article 13'2i for preventing the continuation

of the comnumily belween a snrvi\iug consort and the (diildren

i.ssu(> of the marriage. The old law re(juired this judicial

closing (d' the inventory in the one casi>. but omitted to do so in

the other, although the same reason called for it in both cases.

Article 1380 allows the widow, who renounces the community,

to rt!lain out of it the wearing ap[iarel and linen in usi; for her

[lerson, and also lu>r wedding pi'esenls. The old law allowed her

but one suit of wearing apparel. 'i"lu' cliaugt; here aiUipted by

the Code riMiders the rule uutre cons(Miant with present notions

of propriety, without going as far as the French Code, which

allows the wife to retain all jewidi>' whatever. Under this last

rule serious injustice mighi, in many instances, bi; do'.io to the

creditors of the conuniuiity. Article 1389 requires that in the

c.ise of any uutvcable [iroperly bring excluded from the counn.u

nily, by a clause ol' rinlizuliiiii in the contract ni' marriage, such

properly nuisl be eslablislu'd eillier liy an inventory or by some

('((uivalenl title. It improves the old law in Ibis, that in default oi

such inventory or tillt\ which the husband nuist sei^ to, the latter

forfeits his right to take back after I lie diss(dntion of the com-

munity, such nioveablt> projierty as accrued to him after mar-

riage, ami till' wife is allowed to prove, either by titles or b\

wilnessi's, or even Ity coniiiuiii niiiMi'. \\ liatever [iropiu'ty of the

sami' kind accrueil to her siib>e(|uently to the same period.

In the tiik' Of Salr. article 1.501 di'(laiv< that when an im-


