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volurntariy and without the roquent of the dendant. Jndgment
for *1,530 only.

Hold, i. The. plaintif was entitled to a verdict on a quantum
meruît for the luat six years of -her services, but the oa=z for
money expended wu properly disualowed.

2. The promise of the dofendant that ho would flot marry
again waa naerely an expression of opinion. Any agreemant to that
effect would have been 'void: Lawo v. Peers, 4 Bm'. 22-25; Jn&es v.
Jonces, 1 Q.B.D., p. 222.

B. P, ý9utkeria%d, X.C., for plaintiff. A. H. Clark6, K.O., for
defendant.

Britton, J.]3 YELLY V. Rosa. f Oct. 29.

Libel-Newspaper--Seoitrity for cos4s roi used by Master in&
CJlumbers-Appeal.

Action for libel. Application by the defendant for leave to
appeai to a Divisional Court from the order of FALoosmmezDI,
O.J.I'.B., in Chambers, dismissing an appeal from the order of
the Master in Chiambers, who dismissed a motion for seaurity for
costs mnade by the defendants in this action. B.S.0. o. 68, a. 15,
provides that "an order mnade under o. 10 by a judge of the
.Uigh Court granting or refusing seourity for conta in an action
for libel contained in a newspaper shahl b. final, and shall not 1>0
subjcet to appeal; snd when the. order in made by a local judge
the sme may b. appealed froin to a judge of the High Court
uitting in Chambers, whose order shall b. final and shal flot be
subj oct to appeal." This section in re-enaoted almoat verba.tim,
in a. 12, sub-s. 4, o. 40, 9 Edw. 'VII. (O.).

Hold, 1. It in flot xnerely an order granting security that eau
be appealed from, notwithstanding Robinso' v. Mfils, 19 O.L.T1.
172, 178.

2. Tii. Muter ini Chambers though not specifioaliy referre1
to in the above section in covered by the words "a judge cf the
High Court" ne that the. statute does not give an appeal ini tua
cms.

Moéwat, K.C., for defendant. Wadswor*h, for plaintif.
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