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in tait and the execttr of the deceased tenant. Kekewich,J,
held that it had not, and that Locke-King's Acte 1iarl no appli-
ca.tion, as they only operate between persans taking tbraugh the
debtor bis rea-l and personal estate.

HUBBA,'w AND WII-~ViLIN-E~TOF WIFF -ro CONFriRbi'sT!FMN

W.>T ACTUALLI XEiCUrISl> 11V 119k.

In Greenhif i v. N orth Briish & Mdrcantile Ilis. CO., (1893) 3 Ch.
474, the question wvas whet ber a married wvaman was bound by a
marriage setilement exectited bv her husband, but flot by herseif,
on the ground that she had elected ta confirrn it. The settiement
was a post-nuptial settiernent made in pursuance of an ante-
nuptial agreemnent ta settle the wvife's property, including a policy
of insurance on the life af another, ta which she was entitled.
The memorandum of this agreement had been signed by the
husband alone, and the settlement therein referred ta was, after
the marriage, executed by the huaband alane. By a subsequent
deed the wvife assigned the palicy ta the trustees af the settle-.
ment, and subsequently, in pursuance of the power in the settie-
ment on that behaif, martgaged it. The policy having becanie
payable, the wife claimed the money, and sa did the inortg.tgeer3.
Stirling, J., was clearly' of opinion that the acts af the wvife in
assigning the palicy, and subsequently martgaging it under the
power ai the settiement, amounted ta an electian ta confirm the
settiement, and that she %vas as fully baund by it as if she had
actually executed it ; and that the mnortgagees were, therefare,
entitled ta the manev.

Wii.i.-LxiFFN~KT-FR1IUN ON AH EZNAlTION-AssiGN2MENI OR~ATM TI

ASt.UNMENr-OtJMENT NOT N CONFOEMITY %WITH RzAl. IN'rNTION 0V~

PARTIES.

In re Sheward, Sheward v. Browis, (IS93) 3 Ch. 5o2, the estate
of a tenant for life in e sum of ,Ç3o,aaa was, under a wiIl, made
subject to a condition that his interest shauld be forfeited if he '
shauld alienate or incuniber, or atternpt ta alienate or incumber,
It He executed a document which in torms amounted ta an
equitable assignmjent af his interest as security for a loan, but
th-~ document, though addressed ta the trustees, was neyer actu.
ally .ýmmnunicated ta them, and it was subsequently cancelled
and returned ta the~ tenant for life There wvas evidence that the


