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LOGAL OPTION BY-LAW.
Application to quash.
Sce Municipality, 4.

661
five separate and distinct classes of 
busmess, and

inst
, , proceeded, “and
Hinner, to manage and transact all 
manner of business whatsoever with 
thebrancl, of the Bank of British 
North America in Winnipeg, their 
manager 6r other officer duly 
authorized.\ The note sued on
u™er,g,MsdpboXe.fendant’ShUSband
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maritime lien.
See Company, 3.
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MARRIED WOMAN.
Married woman—Liabilitv on »i a f,

contract-Separate estat^-Power po« 1**H • a““ in the 
of attorney—General aiul restric- make 'dr™ d ” ray name to 
tive <■&,„«.]-Debts contracted by endora hT’ ff"11 ’, tra,I?sfer and 
a married woman in carrying on a ! fa™r of all parties 
business ofemployment, occupation bmHf exchängé ?0tes'
or trade, on her own behalf senar- „ geV &c’> c°nferred
ately from her husband, mayPbe edgnr rest ■°rVAkhati!’,aS n0t limit" 
sued for as if she were an unmarried cUuses that rJy ?' sub.scSuent 
woman, that is, without regard to the Bank f ed sPec,ally to 
separate estate. ana-

When suing a married woman it 
is necessary to prove one of two 
things. It must be proyecj that she 
is carrying on a business or employ- 
ment, occupation or trade, separate 
from her husband, and that the 
liability sued upon arose out of, or 
was contracted in connection with
that separate business or employ- MASTER’S OFFICE 
ment, occupation or trade. Or, it 
must be shown that the married tiosed 
woman is possessed of separate
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sBsStHsBsucceed. Velie v. Rutherford, 168. 
Separate estate—Nextfriend.
See Real Property Act, 5, 7.
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openingup reference af ter same 
— Aitmissibility of further emdence — Surprise - Dis/overy of 

new evidence Diligenee~ CoVrJ-
orative emdence - New trial.]_ 
The plaintiffs filed a bill to fore- 
c °se a mortgage, by which interest 
was reserved at the rate ofnine per 
cent. perannum. The defendants 
allowed the bill to be taken To 
eonfesso, but attended on the tak-
öffice The"18 in the Masfer’s 
Office. The mortgage was long
overdue. By the Master’s report
interest was allowed at the rate 0f
mne per cent., after the principal 
money became due. The defend- 
ant appealed, on the ground that

e-
»t

property, upon which it may be 
presumed she intended the liability 
incurred, or contract entered into, 
and which is the subject matter of 
the suit, should attach, and out of 
which it should be paid.

As plaintiff proved neither of 
these a non-suit was entered.

Wishart v. McMamis, 1 M. R 
213, followed.

A power of attorney was given 
by defendant to her husband on a 
form supplied by a Bank ; it con- 
tained power and authority to do 
for defendant, and in her
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