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ber, 1876, lie wrote again as follows : IlSince
the present year, 1 find rnpself in a more hope.
fui sphere, which, as soon as the general comn-
inerdiai criais gives way, will render to nie
more than necessary for living." It did not
appear that the "1geîîeral commercial criais "
had, in fact, "lgfiven way." Held, that the
claim ivas not savcd by thèse letters from being

bared -M qrhql~v. Proe/dich, 4 t'. P. D.
63 ; S. C. 3 C. 1. D). 333 - 13 Arn. Law Rev.
~301.

See TRUsT, 1.

MARINE 1N1P.-,-ScISI'RANCE.

M1AR.KET.-See SALE, 1.

MÂRRSAGE. -See JURISDICTION.

'MARRIAGF SET-rLEMEXT. -Sec Trust, 2.

.MARRiFD WomF.N.-See AUB ND i Wîa'E.

MISD)ESCRIPTIONý.
Josephi Wood, a farmer, lived on a farm

ùalled IlLache Hall Farîn,ý' near Chester. but
'vithin the County of the City of Chester. lie
was christenedJosepb mercly, but had assu med
the naine of Joseph Albert, aid took the lease
of has farrn, and did his business in that narne,
and was known to bis creditors by it. In 1876,
he gave a mortgage or bill of sale to one H. as
trustee for hie wife for moîîey advanced onis
growing crops. He signed it "Josephi Wd, "
and was degcribed in it as "Josephi (oo, of
Lache Hall Farm, iii the County of Chester,i
farmer," and the farm- was dcscribed as in ther
occupation of " 1Joseph WVood, " and situate in
theIl Couuty of Chester." Thc affidavit of
exectition ruade by the witness repeated the
same expressions. The document ti-a»s duly
registered under the Bills of Sale Act, 1854,
exactly as it was written. 'fbat act requires
a "ldescription of the residence and ocoupa-
tion of the person making or giviug the saine."*
In 1878, wood waa adjudged baimkrupt, being
described as "Josephi Wood, comnuonly called
Josephi Albert Wood, Chester, farmer. " There
was no farmer of the saine naine in the.County
of Chester. Hdld, that the registration was
not invalid for niisdescriptioï. --L'x parite
Jf'-Hattie. In re WVood, l0 ('b. D). 398.

MORTOAGE.

1. A maortgagor who receives the renta and
profits may maintain an injunction in bis own
own naine to save the property from injury. It
is not necessary to join ln the mortgage.-
Fairclough v. M3ars/rail, 4 Ex. D). 37.

2. In 1865, the S. corupamy, liruited, mort-
gaged its works to its bankers, to secure its
dcurrent account for an amnunt miot exceedine,
£50,<Ow. There was a covenmant to surrend(er j
the works, which were copyhiold ; but no sur-
render was ever made. There was an attorn-
tument clause, by which the company becarne
tenants from year to year of the mortgagees,
at a yearly rent of £5,000, which was a fair
Poent, with riglit in the mortgagees te enter and
Oexpel the mortgagors at will. July 17, 1870,
two years' rent was due, aud the bankers sent
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an attorney to distrain, and he put two mon,
employcd in the works, in charge as keepers.
They remained in charge tili October 6. July
18, tire cornpany asked the bankers to poat-
pone the sale, and they did not rproceed. July
19, a petition for winding up was muade, and
JuIy 28, an order was granted, and a liquida.
tor appointed. la November, the property was
sold without prejudice, and realizcd leas than
tthe bankers' dlaim. 114, that the bankers
iweroecntitled to their sum as landiords under
the distresa. by virtile of thc attorument clause.
Ex- parte JVi/liamsé (7 Ch. 1). 138) distinguished.

lre S'tocktoit Iioi Flirtae'comay 10
C h. D). 335.

3. F., by a wrtnassigned his goods
therein de8cribed, to a company "las their
own proper chattels and cifeets," in considera-
tion of a boan. If le paid tIe boan, the deed
was to beconie void. If hc became, inter alia,
"embarrassed in his affaira," the company
could at once take possession, and Il until de-

aket be muade in payment," lie could Ilhold,
maeuse of, and poss the said goods, chat-

ties, and effeets," without interference. The
document was duly registered. The cempany
heard subsequently that F. was embarrassed
in bis circumstances, as was the case, and put
in a keeper without demanding payment, and
hefore any payment was due. Ia subsequent
hankruptcy proceedings againat F., held, that
compamy M'as entitled to tihe proceeds of the
goods. -Ex parle National Gitardiau 4ssur-
anve Cona>.In se Francis, 10 Ch. D. 408.

4. L., a inerchant, iras in the habit of
strengthening lis account at the bankers, by
dcepositing seenrities fromi tirue to time. In
1876, bis Cdebit balance was £62,000, and on
that day lie deposited the title-deeds of bis
property et C., with a memorandum reciting
thiat it was iii consideration of £IMM00, and
that it was agreed that the security was *"to
dover any iiioneys chie froru ti,îîc to time from"
limin to them with iutcîest. lie received the
£ 15,000 at differenî tUies a3 Ire wanted it, and
f rom tirne to timne receivLcd brick other securi-
tics p)reviousily deposited, as lie partially paid
off the previous advances. H1e also ruade fer.
ther deposits of securities frorn time to lime,
including title-deeds of freehold and other real
estate ; but no other inemorandumi M'as given.
On his death. 1hil that the aggregate sum due
thc baek at bis death waï chargeable ratably
on ai the securities in the hank's banda at that
tiînc. Lijkscosnt v. Lipscomnb(L. R1. 7 Eq. 501)
and DelRechefore v. Daînen (L. R. 12 Eq. 540)
criticised. -Leoinino v. Leoiio, 10 Ch. 1). 460.

5. W. had an execuition iii bis bouse, and to
discharge it, gt £150 f romn C., with part of
u-hich hie paid the execution. XV . gave C. a
rcceipt "for the absoliute sale "of the furni-
turc attached, and. at the saine tiîne, a dcu-
muent wi as signed by W. and C., by wlîich W.
"hired" of C. the said furmîlture for two
inontha for £170. 1If the £170 M'as eut duly paid,
or if during the timo W. becarne bankriipt or
thc Pro)perty became in any way liable te sei-
rare, or W. should remove it f rom the house,
C. was to have authority to take the gooda at
once. If C., took the goods and sold theru, h e
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