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Acquisition of premises on which business
of subsidiary company carried on—Right
of parent company to claim compensa-
tion for disturbance and removal—
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845
(e. 18), 8. 121 [SMITH, STONE & Kmon'r

LTD. v. BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION] .

Contract, employment, implied term, no
wages durmg illness .

——, infant, whether for benefit of,
alternative remedies, election, recelp‘
of compensation

Conveyance, school, reverter on cesser of
use of school, conveyance by owner in
fee simple for full value. .

Convrct,ions court»mmial convict.lons

hed, effect on

Costa payment into court, sppllcst,lon at
openlng of trial to take money out,
defendant’s costs ..

remitted actlon payment into
court. of three separntae sums, three
plaintiffs, taxation, scale applicable ..

—,_Dboor person, burden on solicitor,
pretl:minary issue, proportxon of proﬂf
cog! S T e

351

427

123

140
81

186
88

411

347
116

116

1, 538

140

39

339

616



COUNTY COURT. .
Costs—Remitted _action—Payment into
court—Three plaintiffs—Three separate
sums paid mm court—Tazation in
rupm of each sum paid in—Scale
pplicable—County Courts Act, 1934
(c 53), 8. 73 [HAILE v. WEST] .. 2

Counsel speeches of, trial before jury,
o witnesses called for defence, right

of defendants’ counsel to invite jury
to stop case .

Coupons, football pool recelpt ot' offence

Court, discretion of, eéxecution on judg-
ment principles on which discretion
exercmed existence of other debts,
emergency DOwers.

Court-martial, confirmation of seutences,
some convictions quashed ..

Covenant, positive, noted on Land
Reglster, whether bmdmg on subse-
quent purchaser .. . v e

CRIMINAL LAW.
Evidence — Admissibility — Characwr of
d—Accused  calli re-
stricted to his character in regard to
women—Evidence of general bad charac-

ter admissible [R. v. WINFIELD
——, ——, Indecent postcards ound in
posseaaton of prisoner charged with Woea
wndecency [R. v. GILLINGHAM] . N

Currency, rate of exchange, payment for
goods sold, distinction between pay-
ment in forelgn country and payment
into court in this country

Custom, trade, wages during 1llness, em-
ployee engaged at weekly wage ﬂxed
upon hourly basis. e

Damage, frost bumtmg water pipes,
defendant having good reason to
believe that water turned off

——, riparian owners, posslblhty of
alternative method of exercising statu-
tory powers, onus of proof..

Damages, motor insurance cla.lm absolute
conduct and control of proceedlngs,
settlement without consulting insured,
liability of insured for first £5 of sum
paid in settlement. . > o

——, possibility of death in war ..

Dancer, heel of shoe becoming detached
and iuttmg member of audience, lia-
bility of producer of variety pro-
gramme, whether dancer servant or
lndependent contractor, standard of
care required .

Dangerous goods llabujty of suppller sale
of reconditioned car, accident due to
defective condition of car, opportunity
for examination of car, no expectation
that opportunity would be used.. ..

of arrangement, trustee, llability,
order given as trustee .

Depreciation, nuowancee, income tax
general instructxons, exercise of dis-
cretion ..

Desertion, parhee contlnumg to live in
separate parts of same house, husband
refusing suggestion of reconciliation .

——, supervening insanity, presumptlon
of animus deserendi v

Deviation, charter for two voyages,
entire contract ..

Discovery, divorce, adultery conduct
conducing, documents iatmg to
association of husband w1th named
women .

Discretion, of cou.rt " execution on Judg-
ment, principles on which discretion
exercxsed exlst.ence of other debts
emergeucy powers. SSTHN VR

DIVORCE.
Desertion—Parties continuing to live in
separate parts of same house—Husband
refusing suggestion of reconciliation—
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1937 (c 57)
8. 2 ISMITH v. SMITH]

PAGE

339

568
76

157

204
85

609

123
406

254

533
73
81

529

169

533

PAGE
, Supervening insanity of deserting
respondent—Animus deserendi of certi-
fied lunatic — Presumption — Matn-
monial Causes Act, 1937 (c. 57), s.
[RUSHBROOK v. RUSHBROOK] .. 73
Drscovery — Conduct wﬂduc:m— Docu-
ments 7 ing to nd
with d Supreme Court of
Judicat (C lidation) Act, 1925
(c. 49), s. 198 [CAMPBELL ». CAMPBELL] 529
Wu‘a s petuwn—Decree nisi—Subsequent
Intervention by King's
Procwr——Conduct of petitioner—Princi-
ples to be applied [REEVES v. REEVES].. 378
Drainage rates, owner’s rate, tenant
covenanting to pay ““ all rates, taxes and
outgoings,”” whether entitled to be

recouped by landlord .. .. . 312
Driver, hours of duty, driver standmg by
while lorry loading.. .. s ee
EDUCATION.

Sclwol—C'onveyame under School Sites
cts—Reverter on cesser of use of school
—Comeyam by owner in fee simple for
JSull value—Enrolment—Charitable Uses
Act, 1736 (c. 36), s. 10—School Sites
Act, 1841 (c. 38), 8. 2—School Sites Act,
1844 (c. 37), 8. 3—School Sites Act, 1849
(c. 49), s. 4 Public Parks, Schools and
Museums Aect, 1871 (e. 13), ss. 3, 4 [Re
CAWSTON’S CONVEYANCE, ST "LUEE,
BROMLEY COMMON (Vlcu AND
CHURCHWARDENS) v. CAWSTON].. .. 140

Election, workmen’s compensation and
common law action, action barred by

receipt of compensation .. 34
——, whether contract was for
" infant’s Denefit .. ... .. 225

Embezzlement, employee causing loss to
ﬂrm of employers by, indemnity pollcy,
““all losses ™

EMERGENCY LEGISLATION.

Foreclosure proceedings—Leave to com-
mence—Parties to application—In-
ability to pay due to war—Onus of proof
—Courts (Emerg em:g Powers) Act, 1939
(c. 67), 8. 1 (2) ), (4) [TOMLEY 2.
GOWER AND M ur

Leavs to en/orce Judmrwnt or order—

on t—Discretion of
oourt—an:tplu on which discretion
ezercised—Existence of other debts—
Courts (Emraemy Powers) Act, 1939
(c. 67), 8.1 [A.v. B.] 169
, Leave given in High Court—Appltca—
tum to file bankruptcy pm!um n county
court—"* Appropriate  court ’—Courts
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1939 (c. 67),
s 1 (1) (2 (a)—Coum (Emeramcy
Powers) Rules 1939 (S.R. & 0., 1939,
No. 995), rr. 2, 4 [Re A DEBTOR, Ez
parte DUNN les'x', Ltp.] . - e 3BT

Employee, local authority, resolutlon to
grant gratu.lty to be paid in weekly
instalments, whether wlitra vwea, en-
forceability by employee .. .. 165

——, wages during illness, employee
engaged at weekly wage fixed upon
hourly basis, trade custom .. .. .. 538

Employer, insolvency of, ].lsbmty of in-
surers to workman, mutual indemnity
society, non-payment of calls 570

Employment, contract of, implied term ln
no wages durln illness.. .. 281 538

——, national health insurance, bailee
of motor car used for playing for hire,
whether in employment of bailor .. 277

_ , remuneration in excess of £250
per annum, unpaid assistance of em-
plo ee’s wife, whether value of such

tance may be deducted from
remuneratlon

—_—— sub-postmaster, remuneratlon
bysca!epsyment.. o ® 5. 0w 208




PAGE

Evidence, admissibility, character of
accus!

—_— “indecent postcards found in
possession of prisoner charged wi h
gross indecency .. .. =

EXECUTION.

Leave to issue—Under Courts (Emergency
Powers) Act, 1939—Discretion of court—
Existence of other debts—Courts (Emer-
oeﬂf}y]Pmrs) Act, 1939 (c. 67), 5 1A

FACTORIES AND WORKSBOPS

Dangerous mackinery—Breach of statutory
duty— Breach must be cause of accident—
Onus of proof—Factory and Workshop

Act, 1901 (c. 22), 8. 10 [STIMSON v.

STANDARD TELEPHONES & CABLES

Shtpbu!ldma vard—-—Veud wnder  con-
uction—Defective wwma—Occupm
—Occupat of 'zgt vessel—
Factory and Work: Act, 1901 (c. 22),
8s. 79, 82, 104, 140, 141, 142, 149, 151—
Shipbuilding Regulations, 1981 (S. R.
& 0., 1931, No. 133), regs. 11, 13
[SMITH 9. CAMMELL LAIED & CO., LTD.]

Fire insurance, double insurance clause,
insurance of premises by lessor nnd
lessee, equitable interest, ratification
of insurance, reinstatemen tol‘---

Fitness of premlses, letting with open

gaspipe
——, rent not exceeding £40 per annum,
exclusive rent. .

Football pool, receipt of conpons and
money, offence .. ..

Foreclosure  proceedings, emergency
legtslatﬁon leave to commence, parties

cation.. .

e clause, life interest forfelted
rule against perpetuities .

Fraud, acceptance of bill of exchangs
procured by third party by fraud, bl]l
lncomplste when accepted -

damage from burst
defsndnnt hav good reasonbo ve
that water turned off ..

GAMING.
Betting—Football pool—Premises used to
% eﬁad ** betting transactions—Meaning
of “effect’—Coupons accepted at
premises other than those of respondent—
Betting and Lotteries Act, 1934 (c. 58),
8. 3 (2) [STOVELL v. JAMESON] (3

Gaspipe, left open with gas turned oﬂ at
main, letting of premises
Gift, determination on mnrrls.gs, delay by
w1fe in taking nullity proceedings,
uiescence, loss of right to restitution
Gratulty, resolution to grant, enforce-
ability by employee, payment in weekly
ins ents, whether a vires.. ..
Guarantee, trus! in bankmgtcy
g on b not for b ial
win WP e e « s, o9
Horse, attacking passer-by when left
unattended, scienter, ordinary conse-
quences of negligenw, lmbihty of

wner
Horse-box. used by tralner, type of licence
equired .

Household member’ of deﬁnltlon, ex-
ce}l)itélon in third-party ﬂsks msurance
policy .. . .

Identity, mist.ske lease ﬁsudulent.
misrepresentatlon by lessee, lessora
mng:xl:.tto avo}ge lﬁse 3 -
eg ¥, trus bankrup carrying
i % for beneficial winding

teeeﬁe“ on guarantee given to

UP

trus
Illness, wages, lmplied term in oontract

of employment .. e 1281,

164

122

169

225

381

601

616
76

460

351

207

76

260

165

59

522
57

345

478

59
538

employee en%aged
at weekly wage fixed upon hour'y

trade custom .. ..

IVCOME TAX
Reliefs—Children’s allowance—Sums over

£5Wb Wrdmn for maintenance

such sums
1920 (c. 18), 8. 21 [S'mvnus v.

TRARD
Trade—Sumsmn trade—Dmmwn of
manufwcture—()m process carried on by

0-
cess oarrwd on by parent company—.s?'

effected by another subsidiary company—
Merger of facturing but
not of selling company——lnoome Tax
Act, 1918 (c. 40), Sched. D, Cases I
and 11, r. 11 (2)—Finance Ad 1926
(e. 22), 8. 32 (2) [BRITON Fmv ‘STEEL
Co., LTD. v. BARRY] .. .. .. ..

Income tax, allowances, deprecmt,ion,
general instructions goveming allow-
ances, exercise of discretion, new
company taking over business of
company ceasing to

——, income accumulatlng in Canada in
trust for unascertained persons, charit-
able institution, liability for interest
on unpaid

Infant, contract ‘for benefit of receipt of
compensauon, alternative remedies ..

Insanity, supervening, desertion, pre-
sumption as to animus deserendi.

Insolvency, employer, liability of insurers

kman, mutual indemnity society,

to wor!
non-payment of calls .. ..

INSURANCE.
Acc:def b':f insurance—Subsidence or collapse
0]
Meamm of
lapse " [DAVID ALLEN & SONS BILL-
POSTING, LTD. v. DBYBDALE]
Fire insurance—Double insurance clause—
Insurance of pnmwec by lessor and lessee
— Equitable R." eres ion of

Fires Prevention (Metropolu) Act, 1774
(c. 78), 8. 83 [PORTAVON CINEMA CoO.,
LTD v. Pmcnm CENTURY INSURANCE

LTD. .
Ingemmt‘z polwv—“ All “lossés "—-Lou

[GODDARD & SMITH v. mw]

Motor insurance—Claim for damages—
Absolute conduct and oomroll’o:{ugm-
ceedings—Settlement without
insured—Liability of insured for ﬁrd
£5 of sum paid in settlement [BEACON
INSURIA‘:O‘I;. Co., "I;m v, LA%GDALE]

ird pa risks—. zoeptum——

« Member of the assured’s household "
[ENGLISH v. WESTERN]. .

—, ——, Policy “"ﬁf, uzum proposal

Jorm

Policy subsequently avoided by court—
“ Causing or permitting >’ an uninsured
car to be driven [GOODBARNE v, BUCK]. .

Insurers, liability to workman, insolvency
of employer, mutual indemmty society,
non-payment of calls .

Interest, liability for, on unpaid t,ax
charitable inst tutlon, income accumu-
lating in Canada in trust for un-
asce persons8 .. .. . .

INTOXICATING LIQUORS
Licence—New licence—Increase of 25 per
cent. of D —W. increase
;elam to city or ward or district electoral

wwision—Government of Irelami Ad
1920 (e. 67), 8. 49 (a) (b)—Intox
Liquor Act (Northern Ireland), 1923

(c. 12), 8. 9 (c)—Intoz-zcamw Li
and I/wemnna ct (Northern Ireland),
19212 (c. ?1), 8 3 (6) (w) [JEN’NINGS
v

186

541

149
225

670

113

601

358

204

345

107

670

149

464



Judgment, execution on, discretion of
court, principles on which_discretion
exercised, existence of other debts,
emergency powers

Justification, refusal to uomplew aale of
property, commission .. .

LAND DRAINAGE.

Catchment  board— River-wall—Duty to
r:}pmr—mwuy for  misfeasance—
ligent repair—Land Drainage Act,
1930 (c 44), 8. 34 [KENT AND PORTER
». EAST SUFFOLK RIVERS CATCHMENT
BOARD] .o o ow, o6 _we e ws
Drai; rates—Owner’'s rate—Lease in
which tenant cowmmu to pay ** all rates,
taxes and outgoings '—Qwner’s rate paui
by tenant— Whether entitled to be feoouped

by landlord [SMITH v. SMITH] 5%

LAND REGISTRATION.
N otwyo'fPosmgzo covenant noted on register

inding on subsequent pur-
chaser—Land ation Act, 1925
(c 21), 8. 20 [CATOR v. NEw'rox AND

BATES] .. ..

LANDLORD AND TENANT.
Fzgwss of property for human habuatwn-—

ding £40 per
clusive or ezcluu'vo rent—Housing Act,
1936 (c. 51), & 2 [ROUSOU . PBOTI
(GORT ESTATES CO., THIRD PARTY)] .

- Escape of aae—kemoval of gas ﬁre—
Fwtuw not required by tenant removed
by landlord and previous occupier—
Whether contract to remove [DAVIS v,
Foors]

Lease—thake as to uimtw oj lessee—
Fraud lesse

t misrep by e—
Lessor’s right to avmd lease [SOWLER v.
POTTER] .

Option to purchaae-—-lnureat on purchasa
money to be payable on expiration of
notice— Lease then determined— Liability
of original lessees for rent [COOKWELL
. ROMFORD _ SANITARY S'mu(
LAUNDRY, LTD.]

Rent restriction—* House or a part of
house let "—House not let before 1928
—No registration of house as decontrolled
—Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest
(Restrictions) Act, 1920 (c. 17), s. 12 (2)
—Rent and M e Interest Restric-
tzons Act, 1923 (c. 32 s 2(1)-—Irwrease

nt and Mortgage Interest (Rest
zums) Act 1938 (c. 26), 8 4 [SOHAFFER
.

Repumr-—- ant of—Collapse oj house on
adjoining premises— Landlord liable to
do repmre—Knowledgs of landlonl

[WRINGE v. COHEN] e

Lease, covenant by tenant to pay “ all
rates taxes and outgoings,” owner’s
drainage rate paid by tensnt whether
entitle to be recouped by landlord ..

Leave, emergency legislation, foreclosure
px'ocoedlngs leave to commence, parties
to application. .

Lessee, identity, mistake as to “fraudulent
m:srepresentation by lessee, lessor’s
right to avoid lease ..

——, insurance of premlses by "{essor
and, double insurance clause, equitable
lnt.erest, reinstatement of premises

LIBE L.

of
same name as plamt —Whether refer-
able also to plaintiff [NEWSTEAD 9.
LONDON EXPRESS NEWSPAPER, LTD.]
Licence, increase of 25 per cent. of
population, whether increase relates
to city or ward or dwtrlct electoral
division ..

otnt, 4

True

PAGE

169
411

174

312

457

616

370

363

241

312

460

478

601

319

464

PAGE

Life interest, forfeiture of, rule against
perpetmtles -

Limitation of actxons, publlc authonty,
action against officer of authority ..

Loan, memorandum of agreement,
whether possible to read together with
copy of bill of sale attached to
memorandum.. .. . o=

LOCAL GOVEB.NMENT.
Gratuity to employee dismissed on grourd
of ill-health— Resolution to grant—En-
Jorceabibity by employee— Resolution to
pay atmtv in weekl % instalments—
Whe ullra vires—. oplar Borwgh
Council Superannuation and Pensions
Act 1911 (e. cit), 8. 8 (2) [HOLLOWAY
OPLAR BOROUGH COUNCIL] .. .

Machlnery, dangerous, breach of
statutory duty to fence causing acci-
dent, onus of proof.. .

Mamtennnce chﬂdrenhlfuardlan paying
sums for, whether children entitled to
such sums in their own right income
tax relief.. .

Marriage, gﬂ't determlnlng on, mardage
annulled on ground of husband’s in-
capacity, wife’s delay ln taking pro-
ceedings, acquiescence . .

MASTER AND SERVANT
Remunemtwn—Waaes durmq dlmse—d-
upon hourly basis—Trade cluwm [HAN-
COCK . BN‘? Toonsh,wl.jn} &
——, ——, Notice in pi of employment
that half pay be paid ex gratia
during Wlness— Employee accepting such
payments—Claim for { wages in
respect of later illness—Implied term in
contract of employment [PETRIE v.
MACFISHERIES, LTD.] .. .. .. .

Medical officer, county hospital, protec-
ﬂotn of Public Authorit.les Probectlon

cf

Memorandum, Toan’ agreement "Joan
secured by bill of sale, copy of bill of
sale attached to memorandum whether
two documents can be read together

Misfeasance, liability for, repair of river-
wall, negﬁgent repair

Misrepresentatlon advances by buﬂdlng
society, mortgage of freeholds, collateral
char e on fund, pool agreement validity

AU u]ent by lessee, mistake of

|denmy as to lessee, lessors rlght to
avoid lease .. . A

B - fM%I‘AKE
etermination o, on  marriag
Marriage annullcd on ground. of hus-
band’s Wife
years before taki prooeedmae—Ac-
uiescence—Loss of right to restitution
Re EAVES, EAVES v. EAVES]
Mu;take as to uientuy of leaaeo—thake
misrepr
leuee—Lessors right to avoid lease
[SOWLER v. POTTER] ..
Rectification— Agreement oontamma ar-
bitration clause—Parties proceeding to
arbitration and award mad]:——Clmm Jor
rectification of agreement in action to
enforce award—Eszoppel }CRANE v,
HEGEMAN-HARRIS Co., INC. e  es
MONEY.

Currency—Rate of exchange—Payment
Jor goods sold—Distinction between pay-

16—

ment in foreign couniry and payment
into court in this country [MADELEINE
VIONNET ET CIE. v. WILLS] . 5 s
MONEYLENDIN G. ’
Memorandum— Loan aecured by bill of
sale—Copy of bill of sale attached to

memorandum—W hether two documents
can be read toaether—MomyleWra Act
1927 (e. 21), s. [Tooxn v. T. W.
BENNETT & Co Lrp.].. .
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225

186

260

538
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200
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478

260
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136
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Mortgage, building society, collateral
charge on fund under pool agreement
validity, misrepresentation . a7

Motor car, bailee using car for plying for
hire, whether in employment of bailor,
national health insurance ..

-——, insurance, claim for damages,

absolute conduct and control of _pro-

ceedings t without c

msu:ed llability of msured for first, £5

of sum pmd in settlement . *
— , third-party risks, excepﬂo n,

s member of the assured’s household ’
Motor vehicle, hours of duty, driver

standing by during loading of vehicle. .
Mutual indemmty society, non-payment

of calls, insolvency of employer, habmty

of insurers to workman. . ..

National health insurance, employment,
bailee of motor car used for plying for
hire, whether in employment of bailor

———, ——, remuneration in excess of £250
per annum, unpaid assistance of em-
ployee's wife, whether value of such
assistance may be deducted from
remunerntion

sub-postmaater, "rémunera-
tion by scale payment.. .. i e

NEGLIGENCE.
Chddrm — Allurement — Child injuring
f upon ob di not part of
the allurement [MORLEY v. STAFFORD-
SHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL] ..
Dangerous goods— ity of mpplm—
Sale of reconditioned car—Accident due
to defective condition of car—Opportunity
JSor examination oj car—No expectation
that  opportun would be wused
[HERSCBTEAL v S’mw.uu' & ARDERN,

Escape—- Water — Frost — Damaas from
burst pipe—Defendant having good
reason to believe that water turned off
[TILLEY v. STEVENSON].. ..
1114:»42 causing dea&'l—-Damagu—

ossibility of death in war as combatant
or as civilian [HALL v. WILSON]. . .

Producer of variety progmmme——Hed of
dancer’s shoe becoming detached
hitting member of audwnoe—Whether
dancer servant or independent contractor
—Standard of care required [FRASER-
XALLAS 2. ELSIE AND DORIS WATERS

Volenti non ﬁ.t mjuruz—Watchman re-
turning to burmna premwes [D’ Ukso v,
SANSON] .. .. . o ¥ e

Negligence, horse left unattended attack-
ing passer-by, ordmary consequences
of negligence, scienter

——, river-wall, repair of llabxhty for
misfeasance ..

Novus actus mtervenwm, wabchman Te-
turning to burning premises. Sh e

NUISANCE.
House in durepaw—Collapse of house on
adjoining ises—Owner liable to do

repairs— mwledae of want of repair
[WRINGE 9. COHEN] .. .. .. ..

Nullity, decree of, in respect of second
marriage. whet,her gift durmg widow-
hood restored o e % e

Occupier, veesel under constmct.lon ln
ahlpbui]dlng yard, defective staging ..

Payment into court, application at
opening of trial to take money out,
defendant’s costs .. .. ..

Pipe, frost bursting, defendant havmg
good reason to f)eheve that water
turned off

Policy, t.hird-party risks olicy aecured
by misrepresentation, po lcy omy void-
able and not void ..

PAGE

427

277

204
345
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670

277

291
269

02

123

207

609

26

522
174
26

241

260

381

39

207

107

xvi

Pool agreement, building society, mort-
age of freeholds, collateral charge on
g.md, validity, mlsrepresentation st

Poor person, costs, burden on solicltor,
proportion of proﬁt costs

Possession, things ln poeaeesion of
prisoner, evidence . e

PRACTICE.

Costs—Action—Payment of money
court with denial of liabduv—Mom le_ﬂ
in oourt until day of trial—Application

wment in—R.S.C.,
Ord. 22, r. 3 [Gnmes v. PETTS] . "
——, Poor person—Burdcn on solicitor—
Prportwn of profit costs—R.S.C.,
Ord. 16, r. 31B [ROUSOU v. PHOTI (Goxr
ESTATES CO., THIRD PARTY)] 5
New trial—When p‘ranud—Smallnesc of
damages jury can possibly award
[NEWSTEAD 9. LONDON EXPRESS
NEWSPAPER, LTD]
the jurisdiction— A ction
owht against  defendant
in Jumdwtum—le defendant to
action—Discretion of oourt—N«m-du-
closure not amounting to attempt
decewe court—R.S.C., Ord. 11, r. 1 (a)
[ELLINGER . Gmmmss MAHON & C 0.,
FRANKFURTER BANK A.-G, AND METALL
- n(illzsm.lgcmn A. -q('lﬂ]‘d 'bej
earing — ore Juﬂ[—'
called

of
for defence—Right of defendants’ counsel
to invite jury to stop case [ ALEXANDER
v. H. BURGOINE & SONS, LTD.] ..

PBIVY COUNCIL.

Canada—C ight—Title of song wused

?Ja 51,tle 0) talkhuts ﬁlm—Inﬁmamm':tt—
erforming right— Liter copyryg)

Passing off—C ght Act, 1842 (c. 45)

(RSC’ 1927, e. 32)—Canadian Copy-
right Amendment Act, 1931 (c. B),
88. 2 (v), 8 | FRANCIS DAY AND HUNTER,
LTD. v. TWENTIETH CENTURY FOX

CORPORATION, LTD]
——, Income tar—. llowanoa—szucux-
tum—Gmeml 1 governing

nstructions
nces—Ezercise of discretion—New

allowa

company takmg over neu of com~

?1‘:;(13 S. C’M1927 97) };z(zr)ﬂ(’b)
c. 97), 88 a

58, 63— Customs nJ ‘nland

60,

Revenue. Act, 1878 (c. 15), 8. 12 [Plonmm
LAUNDRY AND DRY CLEANERS, LTD. v.
MINISTER OF NATIONAL anxnun]

——, Income accumulating 1in
Canada in trust Sfor unascertained persons
—Charitable institution—Liability for
interest on unpaid taz—Income War
Tax Act, (R.S.C., 1927, c. 97) 33. 4 (e),
11 (2), 48 49, 66—Stat of Canada,
1934 (c. 55),: 7 [MINISTER OF NATIONAL
REVENUE v. TRUSTS AND GUARANTEE
Co., LTD.

India—Conflict of " laws—Succession—

uddhist—Chinese Buddhist domiciled
in Burma—Burma Laws Act (X111 of
1898), 8. 15 STANMASHWE ZIN v. KHOO
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