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her lfflband, savlngs therefrom beloxag tio the wtt.- 81«anitsq v. Style, 3
P.W. 33t. Ani sevings from money awoman swears hier bumband gitve lier
ln bis llfetlinie, belong to lier- V*Bdwmfdt Y. Roea, 8 Or. 873.

Monny saved by a niarried %voman frosi an allowantie paid fo- lier
separatte supportby ber husband, Irirwhozn she was living apart:beongt

And wie'ssavlnge f rom an annual allowance for lier senarate inainten.
ance pald under ain order in lunaey, Nli-1 b li er separate property, aithonig
the order dld flot expressly so provide: R. gooda of Tharp, 3 P.D. 76, :1,4
L.T. 867. So a wife living separate front bier husband may niake a gif t
of hier eavings fromn an alloivince for lier separate maintenance, as if she
were a fente sole - Gage v. Li&We, 2 Bro. P.C. 4; or abe niay dispose of it
by will: Blctson v. lPf'idgeon., 1 Ch. Ca,%. 118; Hsrnçhrey v. Richards, 25
la.. Ch. 442.

Where a married mnan receives a legacy .belonging to hie wife, but niot
for hier separaite use, and to which, therefore, lie is entitled, and giv" it
te hier to care for, and she, witio-ut bis consent, deposits it lut bank in the
na4ne of hier infant son by a former niarriage, the husband may reeover
the deposit front tiie banker. Ca lin v. Lloyd, 6 -1. & W. 26. kSu" îoney of
a niarried man wl:icli lie deposits tn e, bank accouintoci bis wife ais executrix

¶ will pass, en bis deatb, to bfi. reprementative: Lloyd v. Piqphe. L.fl. 14 Eq
241. And wvbere a nian borrews f rom trustees mfoiiey beld for the benefît
of bis wile, witbout ever paying any intereist on the délit, it iilieb pre.
suined, in order to prevent the debt beeming barred by the Statute of
Limitations, that the latter gave the arrears of iiiterest to lier hushatd
Re Dioeon, Heynes v. Dion, [ID00J 2 Ch. 561. .And where a înarried
woman, durîng bler busbiaxd's absence, carrnes on bis business, and de-
posits the profits ina .blrnk in lier own naine, aceording fi) an arrangement
betîveen theni, ln order to protect it f romt bis creditors. the nionvy is net
attachable by garnisliment by the. latter as a debt due bier lîutb2tnd. i
Charle8 v. Andrea, 41 *X.S.R. 190. Where a wonian with nioniv veeeived
fron bier liusband purchased a bomiestead lu lier own naine, tir ubse.
quently sold it to a third person, wbo, before the completioni of the agree.
ment for sale, became aware that abe was net a widow, the liiiîqbiaiid is en-
titled to a declaration that the ýwlfe bell the property as triiîctao, and to
recover front the purchaser the mioney whielh, alter notice ofth( îIiîasband's
claim, the latter liad paid to secure ant innniediate conveyanvv: i)îdgeon v.
Dtidgeo-n, 13l B.C.R. 179.

2. Hiiiaîîd boaiiai veslody or voittrol of wiife'smoua

No presumptioin of a, gift fronti a tiarried woinan t, bier liîsiidti( arisem.
f ront a îîurchase of property wvith or an investment of lier nioiîî'y by lier
husbanid in ie -own naine or their joint naines; and under eni virc'îîn-
sitances the. husband Isto te prestimed a trustee for the beniefit iof is wife,
ia the absence ot ovidence of a cotrnry Intention: 10 H1alsbury's Laws
306. This rule will he ap;ulied where a married xmn receives n iid retains
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