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A inarrled maen who reeeiVes hlib wife'a separate. inconte and applie.,
it for their common betiefit, ie flot angwerabie ta the wife therefor: Ellis V.
Ellh. (Ont.). 12 D.LoR. 219; Paynte v. Littil, 26 fleav. 1; Squire v. Dean, 4

ier Bro. C.C. 326; Bartlett Y. <llard. 3 Ruse. 149. And at married man wili
ng flot bie required to acount to hi& wife for arrears of bier îseparate in-

liecorne paid to hîm witbout a deniand therefor having been mnade by the
iYn %vle: Le«Ae v. Way, 5 L.J. Oh. 100; ffintith v. Cae tlfard. 2 Ves. Jr. 698-,

Squre v. Dean, 4 Bro, C.C. 328. %o a miLrried wornan who permits lier
iiusband ta receive ber separate inconie or pin-rnoney eannot require himi'ty to account for it, if at all, harlk of the year: Parker' v. li'lîite. il Ves. 20

to ?'ounakend v. Wlindhaw?, 2 Ves. 1; Th.otapéon v. Ilarman, 3 Mvi, & K. 513.
tii WVbere a niarried inan la perniitted by his wife ta receive the incarne from
lis a saun settled on lier for her sejiritte uige, n gift of qiueli inroill' to the

n: ~husband will be inferred: Ndiîeard v. Cheyiie, 13 App, C.JL, 385; Yoioq!n. v. Yoau-ag, 21) T.LR. 30l1. B~ut where paid the husband for the purpose of
in ~iivestinent for the wife it will reinain lier î>roperty: lYoiu, v. I*oiil1g,
ýnl aupra.
es In Ellis v. Ellis, (Ont.) 12 i'.L.R. 2M9 it wvis aaid that a wtînian %vho

*e geekli to reciover ineome paîd to ber lîiabanti anti expetîded for titeir joitkh, henefit, mucit shew clearly and eniui;iveiy Itat lie recpiverl fi. by w'iy oif
iii joan.
Bil A gift of the iividends fýo-ro stock owned by R inarrietl woman wvili lie

Sainferreid where, for a numnber of veavrs she pertîitteti lier Iiiîsband to dei'
id posit them l inalink it ola n iiinte. tatt to ii te the roeiafor purt-

V - Imes of bis ow'n Ca(Jton v. Rideact, 1 Macn, & Gi. 599.
k. ~A niarried wvoinit nîay rectiver froin lier tit bsdiitshttttii. astate. luit

without interest, rnoney beionging ta lier wbfith the former approprilited for
as lier owii use durig lie ifetime: Re Fia îaîîk, loud v. Ciek, 40 CIIi.

fil 461. Andi înoney earneîi by a waontan turing the tinta site wtag desertect by
lte lier husbanti. and witich ie ha fterwvards forcibiv took frotît lier, rnay bc rit-

'v-teovereil iy bier: Cecil v. JuIiîooýî 1 Atk. 278. go nioney belonging ta -i
lewoîiîan'a ueparate estate, whiiclî lier lînasbtilt toý)k fîîîtihiy frîiîi lier. tite rit-

B. turit of wvlieci site frequently deitîdet, ntity, oit lier iitts;b.iid's dettth.
IS lie reeovered by lier fron i s exeeutors; tiince lier liiî4'ttiil is to bit regardeti
h. lis a trustee for his %vife; and. as the rnoney wws retanefd without se-

cttunting for it, lis execîttot' mnnt, under the Tru.atea. Act, 1888, sec. 8,
claitu tue bettefit tif the qtaitute of Limitations: llVa.qqell V. Lrgtt, [180fli

) 1 Chi. 554.
ii lnder the lInîperial Married WVouieiîî's ProipertY Act (45 & 4fl Viot.
te ch. 75), sec. 3, aiîy nuoney intrusted by a wife to lier huaband for tbe pur-
tepose of aîîy itrade or business carried on iîy hit eonstitutes a part of l s

e, a8seta in bankrupltcy; tue iie being entitieti, liowever, tî ruutk as a
i- ereditor in respeet thereto agantt lji.itliteL iter tue iutynîelat of ereilitors

v. for ut valuabie -oiieutn 2 fi4laNbtrv's Ttîws 1.59, 16 ib. 4:14.


