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resulted in the patchwork legisiation witb wbmch we are only toc,

farnilar.
The common Iaw on this point whatever may be thougbt of

its ethical justice, wvas at Ieast consistent. Under it marriage bad
the effect of vesting ail the wife's chattel property, and also con-

siderable rights in her real property in hier husband. That being
the case, during coverture the husband was in effect liable for the
wjfe's torts committed by her before or after marriage. It is
perhaps iiot technically correct to say that hie was "liable," in the
same sense as a wrong doer, but at ail events be was a necessary
part%- tc> an action against the wife for a tort whether committed
beforc or after marriage. If judgment went against hier, it went
again-st him also; and 'vas leviable out of his goods, and yet ifhle died
pendin-g the suit it did flot abate, but might bc continued against the
surviving ivife. On the other hand if the wife died, the action
abatc(l and the husband ceased to be liable.

But the statute law bas been from time to time enroaching on
and taokiîîg away the foundation of the common law rule by
depriving the hiusband r ' 'us common law rights in both bis wife's
real and persona] property, but at the same time bias ieft him bur-
theincd %vith sorne of the obligations which the common lawv imposed
as a conscqîence of the riglits %which it conferred. One can hardi),
slipp...e If the arnendrnent of the lawv bad been undertaken in a
scientific manner that this anoinaly would have been suflered to exist
It iý; lccausc of the %vant of the scientifie methodl in making
arnvnoiments ini the law~, that not only irb this, but ini other im-
po~rtanlt ''' ticulars, (iiotaLbly ini respect of thc devolution of cstates
in ca>c qf intcstacy), that %ve find the law~ is tbroivn into confusion
or into :m anornalous condition by our legisiators.

'Hic course of ainindincnt is gcneralv as follows :-lt strikes
so>ýnle i for instance, that it is uinreasontable that mnarriage should
have 11w efiect of vcsting ail of a Nvifc's propert% in lber liusband;

acCo(llIJ« n act is duly dramn to amend thc commuin law~ in
this rcpcî, but the lcgislator altogethcr nceglccts to take a corn-
Iprelli'n..ie i of tbc stîbject by taking botlh the lbusbaincl¾. rights
fin tilt onc lî,nd and bis I iabilities on the other inito cuflsideratioii.
bt f n't l as %v'e thinik, takcs ama!togetbcr once-sidcd viciv of the

intvad w~hile lie ctits off the husbanol's ritghts, lie leaves bis
lihb11tiîe. whicli wcrc thc consequetice of these rights, unitouched.
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