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HIGH COURTF OF JUSTICE.
I)IVISIONAL, COURT] [Feb. 13.

UNION SCHOOI, SECTION v. LOCKHART.
Public schools- Union sckool section-A lieration of-I>eliliofl of ra/epayers

Award-Se Vici., C. 55, sec. 87 (O.).
The joint petition of five ratepayers from each of the muniçipalities col

cerned required under 54 Vict., C. 55, sec. 87, s-s. 1 (o.), for the forma1tol
alteration, or dissolution of a Union school section, mneans that each Set of
five ratepayers shall join in a petition to the municipal counicil of the mUniciý
pality of which they are ratepayers, and not that there should be a joint peti-
tion of five ratepayers from each municipality.

Judgment of MEREDITH, C.J., following Trustees of School Sectionl No.
ô York v. Corporatizon of York, reversed.th

Where the award in such case was that no action should be taken onlth
petition, the restrictions in sub-sec. i of sec. 87 against any new proceedings
for a further period of five years, does flot apply.

Judgment of MEREDITH, C.J., affirmed.
J. R. Cartwrig'ht, QC., for the plaintiffs.
Dickenson, for the defendant.

BOVD, C., STREET, J., [Feb. 26.MEREDITH, J.
YOUNG 'Z. WARD, ET AI.

Married wo;nan-Sta tus of judginent creditor-Right qf husband-" are
Wo;nen's Propterty A ct" -- Fraudulent conveyance.
In an action to set aside a lease and conveyance of a farm as a fraud onl

creditors brought by a judgment creditor under a judgment in a l)ivisîofl
Court for $58 and costs, recovered after suchi action brought 1)y a niarried
woman who was living apart from her husband, for board, lodging, washing
and medîcine supplied to the defendant's wife.

Held (reversing ROIIERTSON, J., who had found on the facts that the
arrangement as made was a reasonable one, and for value) ; but Biy), -
dissentiente ; that the plaintiff's dlaim under the Divisior Court judglflent Was
under " The Married Women's I'roperty Act " her separate property, so as tO
entitie her to bring this action, and that on the evidence there was an actual intelit
to delay, hinder and defeat creditors and that the transaction could not stand.

P3er BOYD, C. :The bulk of the plaintiff's dlaim was for board and lodging
supplied, the plaintiff having no order for the protection of earnings, her hus-
b)and being legally liable for the provisions supplied to her, and for the renlt of
the house, and so being hiable, the rent coming from a lodger would be bis
property to be collected at his suit and not at that of his wife, and the sePar'
ation of his dlaim from that of his wife for personal services would leave a
residue too smahl whereon to found a writ of execution against lands under 5 7
ViCt., C. 23, sec. 8 (O.)

J. McGregor, and B. E. Swayzie, for the appeal.
Du Vernet and J. E. Jones, contra.


