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at date of will.. .

Gold basis, pnyment of interest on,
currency in wh.ich debt payable, loan
in French liras, Palestinian law .. ..

Grant, derogation from, property subject
to restriction, letting for purposes in-
consistent w1€h restriction .. .. ..

Hairdye, implied warranty, sale of goods,
liab: ﬂléy in tort of distributor ..
Highway, steer escaping on_to, escape
om pen provided by local authonty,
liability of local authority .. .. .

HIRE PURCHASE.
Hm-pwchan price—Less than £50—
Agreement providing for instalments of
£37 and notional first payment of 1.23—
Hire-Purchass Act, 1938 (c. 53), 8s. 1
11 (1), (2), 20, 21 [Mnxzms v. UNITED
MOTOR FINANCE CORPORATION, LTD.]

Hire-purchase terms, price to be dis-
charged on, agreement for acquisition
of goods, ‘whether concluded agree-
ment, whether sale of goods s s

HUSBAND AND WIFE.
Action by wife for tort of husband—Tort
committed by husband as agent of third
wflt‘y—%clwn against third party LSm
088 ws s

Illegitimate child, legitimation accord.mg
to law of forexgn domicil, father
domiciled in foreign country at time of
child’s legitimation but not at time of
child's birth, public policy . e s

INCOME TAX.

Bank interest—Interest on bank overdraft
on account kept at Guernsey—Inlerest
paid to Guernsey branch of bank hamng
s head office in London—Whether
interest payable in United Kingdom—
Income Taz Act, 1918 (e. 40), 8. 36 (1)
[MAUDE w. INLAND REVENUE COM-
MISSIONERS]

Deduction aaamst proﬁls—Repatrs—Do—
preciation of buildings—Full repairing
covenant by lessee— W hether *“ whole of
the burden of any depreciation’ falls
on lessee—Finance Act, 1037 (c. 54),
8. 15 (1), (5) [BOARLAND v. PIRIE
APPLETON & Co., LTD., STEMCO, LTD.
v, IRI.A.ND REVENUE (OMMISSIONERS,
STEMCO, LTD. v. HYETT] .. .

Lease of furme cinema—Rent received
by lessors in excess of Sched. A assess-
mem—-Ammrtwnmcm of rent in reapect
of premises and furniture—Income Tax
Act, 1918 (c. 40), Scheds. A, D [SHOP
INVESTMENTS, LTD. v, hvmm:] aigl . ke

Sched. B—Nurseries and
—Mized farm—Apportionment of as-
sessmend—Income Tax Act, 1918 (c. 40),
Sched. B, r. 8 [BOMFORD v, OSBORNE]. .

Income tax, judgment for arrears of,

whether Courts (Emergency Powers)
Act, 1039, binding on Crown

Indemmt.y, third-party risks bblicy,
extension of protection, claim by
policyholder .. ..

Inducement, breach ofleavmg ugreement
by employee not to disclose employers’
secret, process, dmclosure to patent

ent, e

Industual "disease sll]cpsls crushmg

bricks, breaking down furnace-lining of
gilica bricks ..

Infringement, use of mark in Telation to
plaintifis” good use as trade mark, use
u importing Teference to plamtnfs'

do, libel, ting on
}Jlainr,m in way of his trade or pro-
ession, words true in ordinary meaning

Imnlty, divorce on the ground of, in-
curable, period of care and treacment,
pauper lunatic “ discharged not re-
recovered * to workhouse .. ..

ve e e
Y t refl
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INSURANCE.

Mobor msuf?we—fhwd-party mko—Ez}
0,
authormd driver while driving against
Liability ** in respect of any clmm any
erson  including paue ngers "'—Claim
policyholder—Road Traffic Act, 1930
(c. 43), 88, 35 (1), 36 (1) (b), (4) [l')mnr
v. GENERAL ACCIDENT, FIRE AND LIFE
Assurumm Com’ommon L'm] 55
Policy iuued upon proposal
Jorm g false Policy
mbuquenlly avoided by court—** Cause
permit '’ uninsured car to be driven—
Road Traffic Act, 1930 (¢. 43), 8. 35 (1)

[GOODBARNE v. BUCK] .. .. .. -

Insumnce, war risks, mortgaged pm-

breach of covenant ..

Intereat. bank interest, overdraft on
account at Guernsey, bank with head
office in London, whether interest pay-
able in United Kingdom ..

——, mort in pc ion deductxon
of tax on account.mg .

Intestate, succession, law of nat.lonalxtv
applicable by virtue of law of domicil
of choice, different municipal systems
of law of nationality .. .. .. ..

Joint tortfeasors, contribution, occupiers
of public dry-dock, breaches of
statutory duty ..

Judge, evidence for prosecutnon called
at suggestion of, after close of case for
defence, no case of surprise. .

Judgment, execution, application at trlal
judgment for sum of money and costs,
separate application after costs t.axe(i

Judgment creditor, right to compulsory
winding up order, company in volun-

liquidation .. .

Jurisdiction, equltable, rectification,
whether applicable to articles of

association .. .. ! kB ok

Land, natural user, roots of trees causing
damage to adjoining owners' houses ..

» 3

LANDLORD AND TENANT.
Derogation from grant—Property subject
to restriction—Lelling for purposes in-
consistent with restriction [NEWMAN v,
REAL HSTATE DEBENTURE CORPORA-
11"10N, LTD., AND FLOWER DEcom'uons,
TD. o
Fixtures — "Trade ﬁ,a:tures —" Mode of
Corrugated iron shed erected
upon cam'reﬂe floor—Superstructure re-
movable withoul material injury—
concrete foundation and super-
structure single unit [WEBB v. FRANK

BEVIS, LTD ']'Is'trt % e
etro pumpaa tan a—-
WW pumps and lanks single unit—
within 1 time—Pro-
pcrty in fiztures vesling in landlord on
Jailure to remove [SMITH v, CITY PETRO-
LEUM Co., LTD.| . ..
Leaao—Covenant by temmt tn‘.’d pay ‘j all

hatsoever " — Road charqw—Cflarqea
not paid by landlord at date of issue of
writ—Right of landlord to recover
charges [FRANCIS v, SQUIRE] T
Restrictive covenant—Restrictions on user—

subject to similar covenants as to user—
User for private residence only—Notice
of restriction—Registration—Land Regis-
tration Aet, 1925 (c. 21), 8. 50—Land
Charges Act, 1925 (e. 22), 8. 10 (1) D (22)
NEWMAN v, REAL ESTATE DEBENTURE
ORPORATION, LTD., AND FLOWER
DECORATIONS, LTD.) .
—_— I_Eenm:t\om on lgt”t' of admnmp

Adﬂmmw mises let to calerers—
Caterers selling cigareties on premises—
Business of ** sale of tobacco cigars and
cigarettes”” [A. LEWIS & CO. (WEST-
MINSTER), LID. v. BELL PROPERTY
TRUST, LTD.].. .. .. «. .. 4.
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Lease, covenant to pay * all assessments',.
jmpogitions and outgoings whatsoever,
road charges, charges not paid by
plaintiff at date of issue of writ .. ..

Legal process, immunity from, diplomatic
privilege, nature and extent of im-
munity of assistant military attaché ..

Legitimacy, presumption, separation deed,
evidence of non-access, admissibility . .

Legitimation, father domiciled in foreign
country at time of child's legitimation
bu{;i not at time of child’s birth, public

Leg:ee, covenant to repair, whgther_
“ whole burden of any depreciation”
falls on lessee, depreciation of buildings

Lessors, rent of furnished cinema in
excess of Sched. A assessment, appor-
tionment of rent in respect of premises
and furniture .. .. .. .. ...

Libel, cheque dishonoured when sufficient
money in account, mistake by bank in
keeping account, qualified privilege ..

LIBEL AND SLANDER. |

Libel—Statement reflecting on .plam%a' in

way of his trade or profession—Words

true in ordi meaning—Construction
innuendo—Headline in large type—
*“ False profit return charge against
gociety ** [ENGLISH AND SCOTTISH CO-
OPERATIVE PROPERTIES, MORTGAGE AND
INVESTMENT SOCIETY, LTD, v. ODHAMS
PRESS, LTD.].. ee we

oty TRTATICN 2% AT,
i 7 o) ion err

p:tmlg_—- ('ﬁml Procedure Act, 1833
(e. 42), 5. 3 [PRATT 2, COOK BON & Co.
(ST. PAUL'S), LTD.] oo =

Liquidation, voluntary, right of judgment
crt:,‘tiirmr to compulsory winding up
Loan, m:feement, memorandum, loan
BeC by promissory note, ambiguity,
promissory note consistenf only with
one view of memorandum .. .. ..
——, repayment, currency in which debt
payable, loan In French liras, pay-
ment of interest on gold basis, Pales-
tinian 1law_ .. .. a. ae el ..
Local authority, providing pen for cattle
in market, liability for escaping steer. .
Locality risk, accident arising out of
employment, engine fireman hit by
pellet from airgum aimed at engine ..

M*Aligter (or Donoghue) V. Stevenson,
doctrine of, applicability to distributors
of dangerous g¢ , exclusion of inter-
mediate examination by advertising
safety of user.. .. .. .. .. ..

Magistrate, order of, non-cohabitation
clause in, no evidence that order re-
garded as ineffective, impossibility of
degertion ia VE o en s e 9

Market-gardens, Sched. B, mixed farm,
apportionment of assessment .. ..

Marriage, motives inducing, wife's nullity
suit,lack of sincerity . .. ..

'MASTER AND SERVANT,
Appr — D

ip — Ter
tion of partnership by retirement of one
partner— Notice by rexviring partner dis-
claiming any future Liability—Appren-
tice continuing to work for remaining
partner and receiving payment—Breach
of contract of apprenticeship [TITMUS
AND TITMUS v. ROSE AND WATTS] ..

Secret process—Leaving agreement—Dis-
closure to patent agents—Patentubility—
Inducement of breach of agreement—
Justification—Conspiracy [BRITISH IN-
DUSTRIAL PLASTICS, LTD. v. FER-
GUBON] o5 ov._ev o s i, wp

Wages— Payment otherwise than in coin of
the realm—Necessity for written agree-
ment—Agreement belween trade union
and master's association—Truck Act,
1831 (e. 87),88.1, 2, 3, 4, 8,9, 23—Truck
Amendment Act, 1887 (c. 46), ss. 2, 4,
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Pavuyr’s), LTD.]

Memorandum, loan agreement, am-
biguity, promissory note consistent
with one view of memorandum . .

Mine, worker ri on tub contrary to
statutory provision and employers’
regulations, course of employment ..
Mistake, bank, cheque marked * not
pufficient * when sufficient money in
account, qualified privilege .. .. ..
Money, currency in which debt payable,
loan in French liras &}myment of
irterest on gold basis, Palestinian law

MONEYLENDING.
Memorandum of loan agreement—Loan
secured by promigsory nole—Ambiguity
in stat effect of promissory note—
Promissory note only consistent with one
view of 7 d Moneylenders
Aect, 1927 (c. 21), 5. 6 [MILLS CONDUIT
INVESTMENTS, LTD, v. TATTERSALL] ..

MORTGAGE.

amount of laxz on inlerest [HOLLIS v,
WINGFIELD] .. .. .. .. .. 44
Insurance—Insurance against war risks—
Breach of 12 .possibility o
formance — Waiver [MOORGATE
ESTATES, LTD. v. TROWER AND BAR-
STOW el B@ B A ws ek as
Remedies of mortgagee — Enforcement of
security—Claim for possession—Origin-
ating summons—Substiluted service—
Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1939
(c. 67), 8. 1 (2) (a) (11), (iv) [TEMPERANCE
PERMANENT BENEFIT  BUILDING
SOcCIETY v, ISLES] .. .. .. ..

Mortgage, building society, collateral
charge on fund under pool agreement,
validity .. <. ¢ o0 o0 oo ..

Motor car, insurance, third-party risks,
extension of protection, indemnity of
authorised driver while driving against
third-party liability, claim by policy-
Bolder i sa e _ve_ e _we oo

—, ——, ——, Droposal form con-
taining false statements, policy subse-
quently avoided by court, * cause or
permit '’ uninsured car to be driven ..

Motor vehicle, learner-driver, “ L "' sign
on vehicle, duty of supervisor .. ..

NEGLIGENCE.

Building in course of construction—Lia-
bility of contractors and sub-contractors—
Hole made by contractors in part later
under exclusive control of subcontractors
left by them in safe condition [CANTER v.
J. GARDNER & CO., LTD.] .. .. ..

Damages—Personal injuries—Loss of ex-
pectation o life—Child aged 2% years—
Amount of assessmeni [GAMBLING v.

Dangerous goods—Doctrine of M Alister
(or  Donoghue) v. Stevenson —

Applicability to distributors of goods—

Ezclusion of intermediate examination

by advertising safety of user [WATSON v.

BUCKLEY, OSBORNE, GARRETT & Co,

LTD., AND WYROVOYS PRODUCTS, LTD.

Negligence, local authority providing
cattle pen in market, pen insecure,
animal escaping and doing damage ..

Noise, nuisance, letting for business
purposes premiges formerly occupied as
private residence only..

Non-access, evidence, ad'n':-issiﬁmt&',
separation deed, presumption of
legitimacy P

Non-delivery, timber, purported com-
pliance with control order, measure
of damages .. .. .. .. .. ..

Notice, restrictive covenant, user of
DIOIMBES. oo s 5= fF W Se e
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