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OErAMAT8ON-SLANDR---IPUtATON OF DiRUNttNui-TOwN coOrcittoxoNOoiAiYý ornes.

In Alexander v. J<uikirns (x892), t Q.B. 797, the Court of ApýPeal Lr
Herschell, and Lindley and Kay, L.JJ.> have decided, folloWing the old cage oC
Onslow v. Homeu, :a W. BI. 75o, that it ie not actionable, without proof of spécial ;;7
damage, to say of a town couneillor that he is "neyer sober, and is flot fit for the
council, and that on the night of his election he was se drunk that h. had to be
carried home," because the office was flot one of profit, but of an honorary .
character, and the charge, even if true, would afford no ground for'dismnissIng
him from his office. The defendant %vas given the costs of appeal, but the action
wvas dismissed wishout costs.

STATUTS, CONS1RUCTION op- LAwpuL PURposE 'l-EJUSOzm GuNERtis.

In Warburion v. Hluddersfield litdustr'ial Society (1892), 1 Q-13- 817, the Court
of Appeal (Lord Herschell, and Lindliýy and Kay, L.JJ.> aflirmed the decision of
the Divisior.al Court (1892>, r Q.B. 213 (noted ante p. r65).

INSURANCE (LIRE)-INStRABL]g INTEREST IN LIFE OP ANOTHER-14 GEO., . 48, as- 1, 3-

In Darnes v. Tite London, Edinburgh & Glasgou, Life Insurance Co. (1892>, i
Q.B. 864, the plaintiff insured the life of a child, her stepsister, and the present
action was brought to recover the arnount of 'the policy; and the sole question
iaised was whether the plaintiff had an insurable interest in the life of her step-
sister within 14 Gea. III., c. 48- It appeared in evidence that the plaintiff had
promised the mother of the child to take care of the child, and heip ta maintain
her, and that she had undertaken the burden of doing so. No objection was
taken that the plaintiff had not, iii fact, spent any money upon the child,' nor as
ta the amount, if any, expended by her. The judge of the County Court before
w'hom the action xvas tried held that the plaintiff had an insurable interest, and
the Divisional Court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Smnith, J.) affirrmed his decision
on thre point of law.

FRAUUmLET.:s CONVE%'ANC* -.JOtNT POWER OP API'OZNTMET-RUZS TLEMENT-GiiRt 04/ER ON BANK-

RUPTCY-TRUST TO PAY DEBITS, REVOCAHBUATY OF.

Iii rr, Ashby, (1892), 1 Q-B. 872, although a bankruptcy case, is one, neverthe-
lt±ss, de3erving of a brirf notice here. Tvo points are discussed. The first, as
to the effect of a settiement ruade by the bankrupt prior ta bis bankruptey, under
the following circuinstances: Under a settlinent ta which he wvas flot a party
property wvas Iirited to such uses and for such trusts, as the bankrupt and
another should by deed appoint, and in defauit of appointment ta him and the
other person successively for life. 13y a resettiement exeruted in pursuance of *

the power, the trust estate was appointed ta trustees for a terrn of r,ooo years
for the purpose of raising, by way of mortgage, a surn to pay certain scheduled
debts of tire ' inkrupt, with rernainder ta trustees during the life of thre bankrupt
until he should becomne bankrupt, with a dîscretionary trust over, ini the happen.
;ng of that event, iii favour of the bankrupt, his wife, children, or relatives, wîth
rernainders over. It was contended that the settiernent was in eft'ect a settle-
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