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se]ling, bandled ail the funds end had entire control. Le only
part the ploatiff took was superintending in the work roomi ini
which she herself worked. A large part of the rnoney with which
the business wls establielhed was derived front the sale by the
husband, a few days prior t0 21st 1May, 1900 ('when it was

senaeted that ail property standing iii the naie of a married
wvoman on th.lt date should bo deemed f0 be her property until
the contrary is shewli), of~ a, property thien bclonging to the
plaintiff, but which lrnd been given to her by the husbard fi
few ycars hefore his falinre. This moiney, $1,.300.00, had been
recuived by thc husband and deposited ivith li trasf.ee i trust
for himself, before that date.

Ired, that, so far lis thalt property Nvag e ,eeriied, her claim
to it was flot tipl)ortecl by the p,-ovisions J Ille previous Act,
R.S.M. Pi92, e. 95, s. 2 of whiclh gave a ;itirriedl woinazu whu
rnarried after l4th àlay, 1,875, without a settlemient the i .lt to
hold. property as a femmne sole iinbjeét t0 the eoneluding- words,
"1bui this section shahl net extend t0 any property recvived by
a unarried womn froir lier hushand during covertitre,'' beemise
the property in question liad heen reepivuvd fromn the hiushan
dur-ing coverture, that the plaintifi' <cold on]y re]y on br. coin-
Mon01 law luglltg as ta il, ali-. tit lit eminunani law theo bishlind
luad al free huld interest in flue blici and would 1w ouititledl ta sncb
proportion of the price foi, which if mrns sold as would represeuit
the valuie of the prop'orty during their joint lives.

'l'le business hnd been stfirted in 1899. exeept ne ta abouit
$125 of t'le plaintit1Ys own money, with moncy derivcd fronu
the rentais of t'îe saine property wvhieh tbe learnedl Jiidge held
the husha3nd( ta have been entitled Io at commun lnw, and in
.1.900 the capital wR.- augnienfed to the extent uf the proceeds of
the sale above referred to, a large portion of whieb thiusbn
w also entit]ed to iccording ta the iibove holdin.

W'hen the plaintiff coimieneed buisiniess the huishand hadf
judgnients aggainst him and the wlosagile demiers sta!ed thaft
theY huad sold to the plaintifr id uipaoi eredit and wold not

Whave mold to +he hunsband on credif beemise of flhe liabilitieg
hanging over hiin. l'ho nin prosppered froin th( begirming
-ind fthe profits earned iu it w4ere usçed iii buying other stock and
iii generahll' extenoing the buintess, A lairge portio'i uf these

ftecl profiLs were earined lifter the coming into force of flhc stafute 63
and 64 Viet. P. 27, now R.S.M. 1902, ce. 106, and it w'as contended
that they werc included in ftie definition of the m ord " property"
given inu s. 2 of the ACt, viz., "any real or persona]. property of


