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mneuts of two members of the Court, but , as 1 reaiI th > ase,ý
it is not the judgrnent of the majority, and 1 do not thin1k
goes so far as to place the wire in the same poIýîtioI as; a
son, daugliter, or ward, ani prohibits her contraingw asý ilt
statute lias ena'aled her to do.

Mr. 11llmuth eontended thiat the concluding wýords. of
the judgment of Mr. Jstice Sedgewick made it appear that
he was joining in the judgments of Mr. Justice Girouard
and Mr. Justiee Davies, but 1 do not think t-hiî at il elear,
nor was it necessary in the viwlio took of thie cas,.

By 22 Vict. ch. 85, secs. 1 and 2,.rvso iý matie for
the eonveyance of real estate of a aridwoa tosul
use as to her husband may eerain eet. Setion 2 providIes
for the execution. in Upper Canada of a dce by a ;iaurried
woînai before a Judge of the Court ofQeu' ncCou

moPleus, or County Court, or two justiýu o,] the pjwvc,
an eyminatîiu of the marricd %vomxan apiirt f rom lir lm-.
býand rehcigler free and voluntary co Ien W env,%
wa-t required, and if this was given it hiad to be indol(r",e upoin
the deed. Section '1 provided that a deed flot sox) ue
ï4hou1d not be valid or have any effect. 31 Viet. eh]. 21 r-
peaied sonie of the provisions of 22 Viet. ch. 8,and i-
larged the clus of persons before whoxn suehI ai dved iniglit
lie executed. Then 36 Vict. eh. 18, se.14, ifia'dte
above provisions, and, by sec. 3, enac-ted thait ever~ mîarrîedl
woman . . .riglît by deed hovyler reiil estate..
as ful1y and effeetually as if >ite were a ien'sl.Now,
applying these provisions of thie Iaw Io ilteta, ci of
July, 19041, whereby Mrs. Stuart ýonvey ' I errelutt
to the bank in diseharge of lier owmad bier hiusband's 'Ili-
debte4dneEr,, how can it 'be said the atik were tonh ve
that she had independent advice? rfie< statutc haýd for wany'
years required in etlect independent adviee, hyinuB of
the examination apart front lier husbad eseciii wrf l
andl voluntary consent, and, if the botiî of' thi, ruîin
and enipoweriîîg ber to convey a is effec-tually u s if -Ilî wer
a femie sole ineant anything, it made indepenidunt ilic
uninecessary. T1his in no ay eorde thie nîartiriied
womnan, because the Court iin each case wouldi setiieh
transaction closely, and where uinfair de(aling11, mser~
talion, fraud, or overreacIiing wasý shewnj, wotildj sec at
ehte was adequately protectedI.


