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9 cgetudy, as it shews by plain grada-
Sremedial. process of law and the

14tOdby which law is shaped and di-
t1 idy enlightened thought." But

ri, 0 only up to a certain point, for
th f the reforrns in the law relating

Ye popetyof married womnen, which

enatepe in Canada as well as
g a.d, are subject to the objection

It is difficuit to trace in thein any
torPrehlesiv or intelligible principle.
il11 1Ust always be -o whe"n Acts of Par-

ihet are passed not so much because
are needed, as because the introducers

thera feel the-need of doing, something,

i y yof legisiation, whether nieeded
W e are flot aware that at any

Sthere was in England any genieral
for most of these amendnients.

eare certain that at no time was there
ekl' Bl1ch aeneral demand iii this country,

h~ttprovide for cases of drunken
~ tds. The danger of needless and
~Pincî legisiation is, that it will do
th. arrn than good. Legisiators, in

le1 1 desire to protect the property of the
Il ecourage the fraud of the hiusband.

~~Such legisiation miany 'vives wvill
t}h Property tat of right belongs to
the 118and's creditors. To ail the world

nS an is the head of the house;
~~h inquisitive who have unsatisfied

% &t l it will be shown that the wife
ehe better man of the two." The but-

Or baker, or hotel-keeper who fur-
~jUsband and wife with the neces-

Oa~f liue on the stupposed credit of the
al()may, after a time, find that they

>e eli sustaining two lives, one of
lith te 1 of little pecuniary value, and the

0Iiii.f rnuch pecuniary but no availabie
f This is well illustrated by a case
04»iley v. Norton 21 W. R. 155, re-

1) inl Mr. Griffith's work. Mr. and
the Jrom ley boarded three months at

4ieetlD'Angleterre, a fashionable
%tQ4 Baden Baden. They had their

0f Y with them, and lived in the best
ktyele At the end of three mvonths

~.?1!0ndle left the hotel suddenly,
8balance of £400. Mrs. Bromley

th c lde would have followed the
'blt Ivere detained by »-he hotel-

~t ,1 11fder somne local law. JA further
ttow l'i the meantime incurred. Mrs.

Pt epWho was possessed of separate

e1 he and the littie Bromleys

were released to follow the head of the
Huse of iBroinley. A bill filed in Eng-
land to charge Mrs. Bromley's separate
estate was dismissed. Vice-Chancellor
Malins, in dismissing the bill, said " when
a nîarried woman is separate from her
husband, the Court would consider that
she was contracting upon the iatrength of
her separate estate. But there is no
case where, wvhen the husband and wife
are living togrether' it presumes that there
is an intention to resoit to a separate,
estate. The landiord was bound to know
that it was not lier (lebt, and she only
said it was hier debt in order to escape
froin dues."

But whether recent legislation has or
has not been usetul on the wvhole (and
in soîne respects it undoubtedly bas), it is
nevertheless the duty of the profession to
master it as far as they may, of the Courts
to interpret it, and authors to expound it.-

MP., Proffat divides hi8 work thus : The
fornmer status of women ; the legal condi-
tions of Inarriage ; the personal. rights and
disabilities of the wife; rights of pro-
perty, real and personal ; dowry ; the re-
ciprocal rights and duties of mother and
children and divorce. The ivriter treats
his subject in a very lucid manner, and
fulfils his hope of giving to Ilreaders
outside of the legal profession a reliable
summary of the law, ýree from tiie usual
technicalities," while it 18 so far treated in
a legal point of view as to allord rnuch
assistance t>) the law student.

Mr. Griffith commences his book with a
dissertation on the equitable doctrine of
separate estate-the germ of recent legisia-
tion for the protection o>f the property of
married wonien. He traces this creature
of equity from its birth to, its present
growth, showing the expansions fromn
tiîne to time niade. We have read this
dissertation with pleasure and profit. It
is the best essay we have read on the sub-
ject treated. it is followed by the Mar-
ried Women's Property Act, 1870 (33
& 34 Vic. cap. 93), with very full notes
of decided cases. The Malried Women's
Property Act of 1870, Amendment Act,
1874 (37 & 38 Vic. cap. 50) is handled
in like manner. In the apl)endix will be
found reports of several leading cases sa
to the property of married women, aîîd
some useful forms. Amongr the latter
are a bill to charge the separate estate of
a sale made by creditom holding her note
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