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MARMRE AND SBRVANT -EMPLOTEl'LAL~T ACT, 1880
f 19 'floT., CJ. 2S. ONT.)--M<AtfDG OPF WCIRs.'

In How v. Finch, 17 Q. B. D. 187, Mathew
and A. L. Smnith. TJ., decAded that the terni

workL ' ased ini Thte Employer?' Liability Act,
1< i. (see 49 Vict., c. Z8, s- 3, 0.) includes oniy

corpleted %vorks, and flot works in course of
erection, which when cornpleted are intended
ta formi part of the prcemises used by the em-
ployer.

111 ýinilt4t v. Thlaffls M. 1. CO-., 17 Q. 13. D.
it), the question was whether danmage occa-
sioned by the bursting of the air chamber of
an efigifle was cqvered by an insurance against
-aIl the perils, losses and mnisfortunes that

have o- shiai corne to the hurt, detriment, or
damage of the aforesairl suhject matter (if iii.
--urance or any part thereof.l" The engine
was eniployed in the ordinary course of ntavi-
gation to pump wvater into) te boilers ; bot in
consequence of a v'alve, which shou.1 have
been open, being either by 'negligunce or acci-
(lent ciosed, the water was forced into ie ait
chaînher of the engine, which was split open.
On the authority of West Inadia Telegraph Co, v.
Home and Colonial Insurance Co., <6 Q. B. D., 5 1,
Mait!îcw and A. L. Smith, JJ., held that the
plaintiffs were cctitled to recover, and this
decision wtr.s affirned in the Court of Appeal
by Lindley, aiîd Lopes, LL.J., Lord Esher
disse<îting. It may, perhaýps, be useful to
quote from the concluding wordt, of the judg-
meut vf the majority of the Court of Appeal
tce fohlowing passage :

We do net think that the general words include
ail losses that mky happen during a voyage by
accident; but we think t he general words cover ail
losses incident te the navigation of a vesFel during
the vovaqe, inclusive cf losses arising fron inegli.
gence or impreper management, because these are
qîusdm. generis with perils cf the sea.

BULWAY CJOMPANY-$ PAsszNGIII's Lua;GÂo-DELî vsty
TIo PORTER.

Fifteen pL.ges of the reports are occupied
liy the case cf Busc/t v. fTe G. W. R'y Co., 17
Q. B. D., 215, which was brought te coipel
the defendants te make good the loss cf a
"Gladstone I bag, which the plaintiff had left
for '2-1 minnýes in charge of ihe defendants'
Porter while she went te get her ticket and
meet ber husband. The Court of Appeai held

the defondants hiable; but Lopes, L.J., di-
sented, hiecanse tie bag in question was to
have been put in the carniage with the plain-
tiff instead cf in the luggage van, aîîd hie con
sidered it was flot the porter's duty to tako
charge )f Inggage except for the tiîne teasoln-
ably necessary for phacing it in the luggae-
van.

IFRAUDULVNT CONVEYANCE-13 P1IZ., t- 5. -tUNÂt

STTLEMIF.NT FOR4 WIVE AND CETLO.

Eix Parte MVercer, 17 Q. B. 1). 2g0, is a de.
cision at the Court cf Appeal affirming a jnd1e.
ment cf Cave and Granthani, J). The casu
arase in bankruptcy; but the point invoiveci
is oe of general interest. A nian wasniarricîl
in Hong Kong oin 3ist May, i88r In the fol-
lowving August an action %vas commenceil

i against hirn by a lady in England for bteatIî
of promise of mnarriage, in whichi the %vrit %vai
served on liii i long Kong on 8tlh Octoht r.
followinig, At the tirne of his 'nariu~ge he wa-t
entitled t- a legacy cf £0,wlîicit had hecomo,
vested in possession by the death of iiis methut
on May 11, 188x ; but he wvas ignorant cf lier
death tîntil October, 1881, and On thie 7 ti Ili
that month, liaving learncd of lier rleath andl
that hie 'vas entitled te the legacy, lie iin.-
diately-exectîted a voluntary settlenient of the
fund, whereby hie assigned it te a trustec te)
pay the incarne, during the Icint iives cf himFeit*
and wife, te the wife for hier separate tise, and
afiter the death of either cf themn ta pay tii,
inceme to tie survivor for life, and or thev
death cf the b,;rvivor to hold the fund for the
chihdren cf the mnarriage, and in default et

children for the hiusband absolutely. On 2oth
July, i882,judgnîent wvas recoveted against the
settlor in the action for breach cf promise for

j£500 damages, and costs; and on 14th Novent-
ber, 1884, lie was idjudicated a banl-:.upt, and

Ithe trustee iti bankruptcy clainied to have the
voluntary settlenient declared void under the
Statute of Elizabeth. The settlor svore that
the settiement va s bona fide for te purpose ot«
making a provision for his faunily, and that lie
had ne creditors, and that lie had regarded
the service of the writ as a unere threat, ani
fuhly expected the action weuhld not have beeri
prosecuted. The court carne ta the conclusiotn
that there was ne evidence cf any fraud -lent
intent te deféat creditors, and the voltintrr
settiement was therefore upheld.
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