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advised SO to do, in the proper division of the High Couirt,,against the wife for restitution of conjugal riglits, and liec' out of lis own property (for 1 understand from Mr.1nce that lie carrnes on a large business) provide a bousefor the wife and ask lier to, reside there." What a husbandwho Isnfot carrying on a large business, can do, tlie Judgedoes not say. Tlie motion was appealed, and the orderaffrmed, on the unsatîsfactory ground Iltbat tbe busbandwas proposing to go to -the bouse, not for tlie purpose of-associating witli his wife, as a buiband, but for tbe purposeof using the bouse as a bouse," and the Judges expresslyreserved tlieir opinion upon the abstract question. Cotton,L. J., said, IlTlie question raised liere is one of the ver»'utnlost importance, and it must flot be supposed, by myconcurring in wliat is tlie view of the otlier members of the-court, that the injunction sliould flot be disturbed; that 1look witb the sligbtest favor on the contention of theplaintiff'5 counsel that there is a riglit, in the case of aInarried womnan being entitled to a bouse for lier separateuse, that slie sliould corne to a court of equity to restrainlier liusband at lier wiIl and pleasure from entering there.I shail flot decide tlie question now in any way, becausethe opinion of the court, in wbicli I concur, is, tliat underthe circumstances of the case, it would not be desirable todiscbarge this injunction. Buti my opinion,, it will baveto be seriously considered wbeter tbere is, in the creation'Of 'a court of equity-wbicb separate estate is-anytbing,*bicli would entitie a wife to exclude bher liusband fromthe Place wliere she is residing and from coming there toýexercise the rigits lie bas of a busband. Undoubtedly,Court of Equîty have said that, where property is settled toth' &eParate use of a married woman, she is, as regards thatPr3PettY, to be considered as if she were a feme sole. That's so and, as regards protecting the property against theinterference by tlieliusband, if lie wislies to'deal witb it asbis Prope.tY, and to deprive bis wife of the property in it,then, undoubtedly courts of equity do interfere, and it istheir duty so, to dýo'; but wbere it is flot interference withthe proPerty, assuming it is the property of the -wi1è,z


