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would be likely ta helieve theti ta be true, and that they were meant to
he acted upon. Plaintiff could niot be estapped from showing 'lhe real
fact-. by other staternents made by E.C. ta a third party, and, without
authority, repeateO ta defendant.

W. B. A. Rit ehie, QC., for appellant. Hl. Mellish, for respondent.

Ritchie, J.1 1MICUAELS V. M1CHAEL... [August 24.

Alarried Wornan's Property Aetof 18./-R. S. N.S., 51h sertes, c. 9pt-A cioei
wl/ >îot lie by >arried wvo,,un againsi lier /uisbiind on proomissory note

-Words ,Pajetbe to the order (Y:"
In june, 1892, defendant purchased froin 1. all lier interest in ý-he

firm of L. & M., and, as part of the consideration for the purchase, gave
lier a proniiissory note, which was mwade pr<ývn ble ta lier order. Very shartly
after the note wvas given, L. gave the notu to hier sister, the plaintiff, as a
pres-nt, indorsing and delivering it ta lier at the tinie. TIi an action by
plaintiff against bier husband, the roaker of the note, ta recover the aniount
due thereon,

fleld-- i. The words Ilpayable ta the order of,'ý indorsed on the note,
imported an intention ta transfer the note, and canstituted a sufficient
indorsenient.

2. But the plaintiff could not recover on the note as against lier
husband, the Married Wonian's I'roperty Act of 1884, R.S. N. S. (5th series),
c. 94, which was in force when the note was indorsed ta plaintiff, containing
no express authorization of su,.Ài a contract, and s. 81 of the Act providing
that nothing in the Act containied slîould autLhori7.e any nîarried wornan ta
make a conitract with hier husband otlîerwise tlîan in the Act expressly
mnitioned, and it being clear that at canînion law no such contract could
be made.

3- The Mfarried Wonian's Property Act, 1898, under which plaintiff
niight have recovered, did not apply, not having been in force when the
note stied on was transferred ta plaiîîtifl.

J. M. Ghiisholîn and H Me/lish, for plaintiff. IV B. A. Ritthic, Q.C.,
far defendant (the Batik of Nova Scotia, whirlî was perniitted ta intervene).

TIownslietîd, J., in Chamibers.] .[5epteniber 13rd.
IN RE RVÂN.

.In/rp/ad<r smrnns-rvie oui of Ite jurisdirtion.

One Cornelius Ryan, who was insured in the StNutual T.ife Insurance Ca.,
of New York, died and the insurance was claimed by a party in Nova
Scotia and a party of Montreal. nhe insura-ice coniay issued an inter-
pleader suninions in Nova Scotia and obtainedl an order ex parte directing
service of same on the -Montreal clainiant. After service, the Montreal


