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marriage settiement binding her to settie after acquired property.
t Exp. Gi/c/risr, (1886) 17 Q.B.D. 521, the Court of Appeal decided

ernphatically that a general power of appointment was flot
property." In the present case, however, there is the circum-

stance of the gift over absolutely in default of appointment, which
Kekewich, J., holds makes it - property " witbin the covenant;
following Stewaird v. Pop//dlo;!, \V. N. (1877) 29, notwithstanding
Townshend v. Ilarro7v4y,, (1858) 27 L.J. (Ch.) 5 53, to the contrary.

CROWN-JURA REGALiA-TREASURE TROVE - GRANT TO SL71JECT -FRANCHISES
-TiTLE 0F CROWN-JUS TERTII.

At/r',î'Gc;ralv.Briiis» 111se'um (1903) 2 Ch. 598, was a
suit on behialf of the Crowîi to recover certain ancient Celtic
ornaments found ini Ireland and subsequently sold by' the owner
of the land on wvhicli the%- were found to the British Museum, the
Crovn claiining to be entitled thereto as treasure trove. The land
on wvhichi Hie irticlcs were found liad been granted by thie Crown
wvith ail such franchises as the Croivi could grant to the pre-
decessor ln titie of thnsc wliîo owned the ]and at the tiîrne the
articles ini question were found. The articles %vere founid together
in a space nine inches square about fifteen or eighteeii inches
beneath the surface of the soil. Farwell, J., found as a fact that
they biad been intentioiially coiîcealed for the purpose of sccuritv
probably about a thOLIsand y'ears a go. l'le suggestion Of the
defendants thiat thev were votive offérings to sonie sea god, he
helcl was îlot sustainled, and lie also hield that the articles wverc
treasure trove, the riglit to whicli was a prerogative riglit, and as
such part of the flowers of thi Crown, andl did tint pass, under the
grant of franchises. Whether the\' would pass uncler the grant of

ioyalties lie 'Jecîneri to sav, but as the only grant of royaljties
provcd wvas thiose relating ti) the office of vice-admirai, lie hel(l thatfat ail ev-tits treastîrc trove %%-as no part of such royalties. Judçg-

ment w~as therefore giveîî in fàvor o>f the Crow~n.
SOLCtTR IARTlRSiii-LI~!u.îV 10 ACTS OF CO-1i'ITNER- S Or0F

Tendiri;g, Hzid;d 1 aterzvorks CO, l'. Joncs ( 1903) 2 Ch. 6r 5,

was an action ini which the plaintiffs soughit to mnake a partiler of
a solicitor, wlio was trustee for- the plaitiifs, responsible for the
tru.ýtce's brcach of tr-ust. 'lle defaulter ivas secretary of the
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