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3 the praceeds of a «ale af hi& wife's; separate proporty without tver *se.
er ountlng -fer U 1Jrifg v. lWiflaoi, 24 AR. (Ont.) 621. And à reaulting

trust arises ln favour of aý married wvonan froin the purchise, b>' ber lins.
1'1 band in hie own raine of a house with lier inone>', whiclî 'ail been depomited
Zs in bank In their joint mimles: Mercier v*. Jferder, [1903] 2 Ch, 98 (C.A.),

Where a married nman induces his wlfe tu seil slîareis held in thoir Joint
naines, on his promise to reinvest the proceeds In the sine nianner, but

h ~Nvhieh hie used %vithout the knowledge of his wlfe, in part pay:nent for land
puýrvhased in hie a.vn naine, on fils d. ath his wldow la entitled. tu a lien

Wlîere inoney bequeathed tu a nîarried lvoînftîs separate itse, was lent
it during eoverture on a mortgiige payable tu the busband and wife or the

O survivor of thein, which waýs prepared by lier lînsbenatd's solicitor, and

which untriily reeited Vin.t the niane>' lent belonged ta the wvife before inar-
t niage and was not conîprisei ini any settlement, the 'wile executing the con.*

i t veyance without it being read to lier. r having independent advlce, qlle
e Knay, on being deserted by bier husband, have the deed decia-ed void, and

the mortgagor requir-d tu execute n ilew inortgage ini fa.votir of bier alone:

x nderh2%. 18g*,501, e. 90. sec. 5, relative to the separate property of

niarried women, there is no prestiînption f roeii the receipt by a niaîî of
it the corpus of hie wife's separate estate that it vas a. gift; and she nii

recover it witboîit evidence either of a 1birgain or agreemient for a loan:
f 7'hompson v. Didioli, 10 Man. L.1R. 246. An(c a mnan who reeeives nioney

belonging ta bis wife will bie a triis9tee for lier iii respect tliercto unlees
il lie can slbew clearl>' and conplugively that there, wvs a gift of it to hini:

ElUs v. Ellis, (Ont.) 12 D.LR. 219.
it A woman, wbase claim thaît lier bu.4iaid liermittedllber to earry onl

t il fariming business on a farin owned by hlmii, and to, treat the proeeeds
1.aws lier soparate property, 15 uneorroborated, la not eîîtitled to the proceeds

d of the -business %vleli bier husband ivested iii his au-n naine: fflttaker
v.Whittaker, [1882] 21 CIi.D. 057.

W.here the trusetes of a funid, the inconie f vain whili was payable tu a
miarried wvoman for 111e, pernilts lier lîusband tu uise a portion of the

O fund for a nuîîîber of years, thie Nvife, on separating froin lier lîusband,
18 caîmnot recover intereLit on sucli aluin, vhierealsie adniltted tlîat she s.llowed

lier husbaiîd to receive lier ine.onie as long as lie heliaved as a liusband

shiaul(t, and &he did not elaîini iiîterest uintil after lus degertioli: Raoeye
Y. Unîia, 2 Kay & J. 138.

A wife's assemît to the ni re reeeipt by lier husband of a legacy be-
qîieathed tu lier separate uise will vint i-aise a presîîiîptioiî of a gift tu l'ina:

s ~Aleoeandcr v. Bort1hull <1(888), 21 L.J, Ir. 511; Rowe v. Rotee, 2 DeG, &
r S~m. 294. And a btqîiest ta il Nifr* b> biusband of a large sum ivill Bot

be consldered as a satisfacetioni of lir claiîi agitinst his estate In respect

ta thîe legacy su received b>' lii: Roive v. Rotve, 2 DeG. & Sm. 294. So
the deliver>' b>' a woman ta lier li,'îsbandi of a cheque foir a legacy


