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business at another place. In November,
1866, C. beinci then, as af terwards appeared,
in insoivent circumstances, married; by an
ante-nluptiai settiement, it was recited that
C. was indebted to his iiutended wif e in the
sum of £20,000 ; and C. covenanted with
the trustees therein that, on or bef ore Dec.
25, 1867, hie would pa3' themn the said
£20,000 ; that lie would become possessed in
fee of the said milis ;and that the trustees
should then lend C. the £20,000, receiving
therefor a mortgage of the mills. The
£20, 000 was to be held for the henefit of the
wife for life, reniaijuler to C. for life, or
until (inter alia) his bankruptcy, remainder
to the childien. In defanit of chidren, the
wife lad, during (2.'s life, a power of ap-
pointinent by will. Lt was not true that C.
owed his intended wife anything. C. ac-
quired the fee in the millis; and in 1869 the
niiortgfage to the trustees was executeci, re-
citing that the trustees had advanced C.
£20,000 thereon ; but, in fact, no0 money
passed. In December, 1872, C. became
bankrupt, and bis trustee in1 bankruptcy
prayed that the indentures of 1866 and 1869
miight be declar2d void. Lt appeared that
Mrs. C. was a foreigner, and knew very littie
Englisb, and that sIc did not understand
any thing of the marriage settivinient, except
that she ivas to have £20,000. SIcwa
ignorant of tIe recital about the detan
of bier husband's insolvent condition at the
tirne of the inarriagre. Held, that the settie-
ment and inortgage svere good agsainst the
creditors, s0 far as the wife and! children
wnre concerned. -Kevan v. (raîlford, 6 Ch.
1>. 29.

3. A covenant iii a marriage settiement to
settie after-acquired pr(>perty in a certain
mianner for the wife and children of the mar-
riage was held to apply only to property ac-
quircd during the marriage, and did not ap-
ply to property coming to tbe widow after
the Iusband's death. -In re Ca nlAell's Poli-
cies, 6 CI. D. 686.

4. Iu a mnarriage settiement, on tIc mnar-
niage of his daugliter, in 1833, N. covenanted
that one-third of his property should, on his
deatli, be settled to bis daugliter and lier
Iusband for their respective lives, and tben
to their chiliren iii equal sîares. A daugliter
of this marriage died in 1861, leaving a lius-
band1, who died before 1871, and two chul-
dren. N. died in 1871, leaving a will, by
which lie directed lis 'j nst debts " to ho
paid, gave severai legacies, and finally gave
a sum named and a part of the residue to
trustees for his nephews and nieces, and the
twý%o children of the grand-daughter above-
xnentioned, in equal shares. The will made
no mention of the marriage settiement.
Hel, that the children mnuet e]ect wbether
to take under the settiement or under the
will. The iiability unlder tbc settlementwas
flot to be reckoned axnong the "1debts ' of
tbe testato-.-Beiinett v. Hanldaworth, 6 Chi.
D. 671.

5. In ante-nuptiai settiemient, H., the in-

tending husband, made a covenant that in
case, during the joint lives of himseif or bis
intended wife, " any future portion or reai
or personal estate " should corne to or de-
volve upon lier or liim in lier riglit, under a
certain will nanmed, or any other will, dona-
tion, or settiement, or in any manner,

'whetlier in possession, reversion, remain-
der, contingency, or expectancy," tlie hus-
band, and ail other necessary parties, wouid
concur witli tlie wife in ail rea ýonable acte to
settie " ail sucb future portion, real or per-
sonal estate," according to the settiement
then being made. The intended wife wvas
entitled at that time, contîngently on the
happening of two events, to a fund under tIc
will named. These two events happened
during lier coverture. Held, that this fund
was subject to the settiement by force of tIe
above covenant. -In re Mitchells Trust8, 6
Ch. D. 618.

6. By a post-nuptial settiement, a husband
and wîfe settled property be1ongine, to the
wife, to the use of the wife during life, witli
power of appointment by will in the wife
and, in default of sucli appointment, to the
use of lier chidren. The wife lad power
durin, bier life to lease at rack-rent, wliicli
power w-as to continue in the trustees for
twienity-one years after lier deatli; and the
trustees could, wîth her consent, during lier
life, seil and excîange the property, andi,
aft-r bier dboatih, could seli anti exchange it
in thoni disecetion. There wcre clildren.
Iblul, that thc settlinient was for valuabie
consideration, under 27 Eliz. c. 4, and good
aganmst a subsequent mortgage.-In re Fos-
ter and Lir,6 Cli. D. 87.

Sec HUSBAND AND) WIFE.

SHERIFF.
Ibid, that a slieriff lad made in substance

a levy, and was entitled to lis poundage and
fees, where lie went to the debtor's liouse
with a warrant and demanded payment, and
toid the debtor lie should go on to seli if the
amount was not paid, and the debtor paid.
-Bissieks v. 7he- Bath Collier q Comnpany,
Liniitcd. Ex parte Bisc-,2 Ex. D. 450.

SHIFTING (LAr-sE.--See CONSTRUCTION.

:SLAN.DER. -See LiBEL AND) SLANDEB.

SoLICITOR. -See ATTORNEY AND CLIENT.

SPmECIrîc BEQUEST. -See BEqUEST ; WILL, 7.
SPEcîhte PERFORMANCE.

i. An agreement for a lease for tliirty
years was duiy executed Sept. 5, 1876 , but
it did niot state wlien tlie leaee was to begin.
Lt appeared tliat the prop osed lessor knew
the purpose for which the premises were
leased and to be used ; but lie refused to
compiete the lease, and the lessee was kept
out for a good many wveeks. On a suit for

specific performance and for darnages, HeId,
tha't the agreement was a sufficient memo-
randumn under tlie Statute of Frauds, and
under it tlie lease muet be heid to commence
immediately, and that tliere muet be speci-
fic performance and damages for tlie plain-
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