
chester daily paper of c.ertain proceedingý
of the gliardians of said workbouse, reflect-
ing upon said medical officer, privileged.
Neither is the workliouse of stufficient ini-
portance to the country at large tcrender suich an article privileged.-Pircelý
v. Soier et ai., 1 C. P. D. 781.

3. The defendant was an expert in hand-
writing, and gave evidence iii a will case,
to the eftèct that the signature was 'aforgery. ln another case, where defend-
ant was on the stand, allusion was made by
counsel t(> somne reinarks of the judge dis-paraging to the wvitîîess in the will case,'and the defendant, thougli forbiddeîî bythe judge to allude fiirther to the will case,insisted on sayiiig, "I1 believe that will tobe a rank forgery," &c. liel4l, that the
l)rivilege of a witness exteîîded to coverthis case, as the remark was made by wit-
ness in defence of bis own credit as an ex-
pert.-Seama(n v. Netherc/ift, 2 C. P. D.
53 ; S. c, I C. P. D. 540.
LIEN.

A solicitor iii a suiit iu bauikruptcy etin-ployed by the trustee is entitled to retain
papers on which lie lias expended labour orhis own money, as security for his feus. -Ex parte Yaidcî. u re Au8tiu, 4 Ch. D.
129.

See VENDOR ANI) PURCHASER.
LimITATION 0F JLIABILITr---8'ee C ox noN CAR

RIER.
LiiwITATIONS, 'STATUTE 0F.-Sec STATUTE OF

LIMITATIONS.

MARINE IN$URANCE. Sec INSURANCE.
MARKET VALLEF.--Sce DAMACES.
MARRIAGE- See WILL, 2.
MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT.

1. J., on Occasion of his scond niarriage,made a settlilent of a Iiece of land upon
trust for hittist.If and bis second wife, duir-
îng their joint lives, and the life of thesurvivor., remnaînder to bis son by a former
marriage, T., absolutely. The wife's pro-
perty was at tlue saine timie settied to lierseparate use, witli power of appointineîît,
and in default of appointrueut to lier chul-dren borii or to lie liorn. J. sold tlie land
to the plaintiff. Held, that, in the mai--
niage settiernent, tlie provision for the son
was a pure]y voluîntary one, and xîot valid
agawîst a p)llchaser of the pîoperty for
conlsideratioî.-P,.ie v. Je»Ikiîis, 4 Cli. D.
483.

2. S. and wife hiad a power of appoint-* nieiii over real estate in favour of tlieir chl-
dren. They bad six cbildren' ; and, on the
eve of niarriage.ýf one danghite, inî agree-
ment was madle between S. and bis wife,anîd tbe daughter and the intended bits-
band, by which tlîe parents agreeci to ap-

[March, 1878.

3poitît a) p)ortion of tlie property to the
*daughter ini cousideration of the inarriage;

and the iîîtended liusbaud agreed that he
*would -settie sucli share as"' bis wife

sbotuld receive, to bier use, with power of
appointmncitt, remainder to liimself, and
ultiniate rînainder to the children of tbe
mnarriage. S. survived his wife, released
bis power of appomutuient, and gave a por-
tio>n of the interest in the property after
bis death to said daugliter. The daugliter
died, leaving two infant cbuldren, and be-
fore lier busband had taken any steps to
carry ont the " settlenîent" proposed in the
ag(reemnent nmade at the tume of the mnar-
nuage. The queýtioni was wbetber the niai-
niage agreement ivas binding on the wife,
iand cotiseqîuieîutiy on the oldest cbild, bierhiein at la w. Hlel, that aithougli the bus-
band, by that agreenient, engaged to settie
wliatý ias not'bis, but bis wife's, yet the
the wife would lie bound by it, on the
gnomnd that she liad assented to lier father's
anrangeînent, and bence it was also binding1
on bier heir, and ainust lie carried out.-Lee
v. Lee, 4 Cli. D. 175.

MASTER AND SERvANT.-See EMBEZZLEMENT, 2.
MEASURE 0F DAMAGE.-See D)AmAýGES, 1, 2.

MISDESCRIPTION.-See DEED.
MISTAKE. -See SALE.
MORTGAGOR AND MORTGIAGE.E.

1. S. H., tenant for life in leasehold
pnoperty unden a will, began proceedings
for administration iii 15!i Iîî 1859 and1860 sbe înortgaged lier life interest. Tbe
saiune year the mortgagee entered unden an
order, neceived the rents for the iuterest,'and paid the balance to tbe tenant for life.Marci 25, 1866, S. H. left lier home, ancd
was nieyer heard of again. In 1875, tbe ne-
mnairidernieî unden the will petitioned to
have the leasehold sold, and the proceeds
jpaid to theiin. For tic puurposes of that
petîtion ut was dccided that S. H. must beconsidened to have died sooîî after .June,1866. On a petition by tbe reniainder-
muen for arrears of rexut froin the mortgagee,
liel, that they wvere entitled to only sixyears' rent to the date of the petition, as
there was no relation of trust between the
nxortgagee and theni, and that thene was
no ladies on their part in not filing the
petition before tie èxpination of seveu years
frorn tbe disappearaîîce of S. H.-Hiekman
v. Upsali, 4 Ch. D). 144.

2. E. , a trader, mnade at mortgage con-
veyance to one P. of ail bis stock of up-
liolstcny goods in bis sbop in D. street, and
in the saine deeci of ail lis housebold funni-
tuirc in bis bouse in S. street. There was
a powen in the deed for the montgagee ataîîy tinue to take and retain puossession of
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