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934 (c. 58), 5. 2 (1), 20
[POWELL v. MA ]
Pry otlem—Pﬂmwtwn and con-
dud—Breach

of pri
Lotteries Act, 1934 (¢, 58), 88, 21, 22, 24
STACEY v, WILKINS. BROMHAM
ILKINS] .. .
company, assessment for rates

Pk G UARANTEE nt
Y grant-
ing privilege to employees of wagon rspazrmg

company to enter on railway company:
:g)ropeny—mpmnna company u

Gas

damagu, etc for injury to repairing com-
pany’s employees—Requisition of radways
and wagons Government during war—
Whether indemnily w
tive [HENBON v.
EASTERN RY. CO., AND COOTE & Wu.un,
LTD, (THIRD P.ARTY) ] s

HIGHWAYS
o?ubiatrudwn—Aw-rmd :hdtga me:sdad
in roadway authority—. ng—
Shelter not illuminated—Corners of shelter
painted with white paint—Cyclist injured

704

. 894

. 698

95

. 139

694
711



pprovriate warning of

authority to give a:
danger [MORRIS », LUTON CORPORATION]

Hindu, marriage of, validity in English law

HUSBAND AND WIFE

Desertion—Quarrels between parties—
Wife's withdrawal from cohabitation—
Wife's offer to resume cohabitation rejected

husband—Husband continuing in
desertion by refusal of wife's offer—Sum-
mary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act,
1895 (c. 39), 5. 4 [THOMAS v. THOMAS]

Legal proceedings—Claim for posses-
gion of house, the matrimonial home—No
relationship of landlord and tenant—

Proceedingzs  not  properly constituted—
Married Women's Property Act, 1882 (c.
75), 8. 17—County Court Rules, Ord. VI,
7. 7 (1) [PARGETER v. PARGETER] .. ..

Separation agreement—Provision for
payment of specific sum weekly—Paymmt:
without deduction of income tax—Stopping
of weekly payments— Wife's action for unl-
ful neglect to maintain—Order for main-
tenance—Income Tazx Act, 1918 (¢c. 40), AU
Schedules Rules, r. 19 [JOHNSON v,
JOHNSON] ..

Separation deed—Covenant by husband
to pay annuily to wife—Term during which
annuity payable not stated—Death of hus-
band—W hether husband's estate liable for

payments—Law of Property Aet, 1925
(c. 20), 5. 80 (1) [LANGSTONE v. HAYES)
INCOME TAX
Annual p Capital or i

— Direction in will to make up deficiency of
income out of capital—Payments made
prior to ascertainment of rewiue——" Residu-
ary estate "—Payments *in respect of
income "'—Irrelevant that payments made
out of capital—Recurrent payments—
‘Annual vayment’ '—W hether payments
in respect of '’ a limited interest in residue
—Income Tax Act, 1918 (c. 40), Sched.
Cage II1, 7. 1 (a), Rule 21, Al Schedules
Rules— Finance Aect, 1938 (c 46), 83. 30 (2),
35 (3) [TRUSTEES OF THE WILL OF
FLORENCE CUNARD ». INLAND REVENURE
CoMRS. ELLA MCPHEETERS 7. INLAND
REVENUE COMRS.]

Appeal—Point of law not raised belore
Commissioners—Right to raise on appeal
[W. 8. TRY, LTD. v. JOHNSON (INSPECTOR
OF TAXES) |

Capital or income—Isolated trans-
action—Grant of film and other rights in play
Jor lump sum—Grant of licence for term of
vears— W hether related to ** royalty " cal—
culation—W hether casual profit of
revenue nature—Income Tax Act, 1918
(c. 40), Sched. D, Case VI [NETKRBSOLE
v. \MTHaRs (INSPECTOR OF TAXES) |

or revenue expenditure—Com-
pany | dwacwrs retiring from office—Coven-
ants in restraint of trade—Payments made
by company to ramng directors in consider-
ation of covenants—Payments not deduct-
ible from company's trading profits as
revenue expenditure—Capital expenditure
—Income Tax Act, 1918 (c. 40), Sched. D,
Case I [ASSOCIATED PORTLAND CEMENT
MANUFACTURERS, LTD. ». INLAND
REVENUE COMRS. ASSOCIATED PORT-
LAND CEMENT MANUFACTURERS, LTD. v,
KERR (INSPECTOR OF TAXES) |

Deduction_against profits—Coal mine

—Statutory obligation to remedy damage to

drainage system resulting from

e — Contribution to  scheme
releasing mine owner from statutory obliga-
tion—Contribution payable by instalments
—Whether capital or revenue expense
DONCASTER AMALGAMATED COLLIERIKES,
TD. v. BEAN (INSPECTOR OF TAxns)v]

Ezemption — Charity — Anti-Vipi-
section  Society—Whether established for
charitable purposes only—Admissibility oj
evidence as to detrimental effect of society'
object—Income Taz Act, 1918 (c. 40),
82,37 (1) (b), 40 [INLAND REVENUE COMRS

NATIONAL ANTI-VIVISEOTION SOCIITY]

PAGE
by colliding with shelter—Duly of local

1
342

573

532

205
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PAGE

, Imcome derived from investments
of mpemnnuamm Sfunds—Claims for re-

payment of tax deducted at the source—Two
Finance Acis in respect of same financial
year—Second Act increasing standard rate
of tax imposed by the first Act—Increased
rate payable in respect of whole financial
vear—=Sale of investments by trustees before
wnecrease of standard rate—Deduction made
at original rate—Deficiency in taz deduction
to be made up by adding to deduction due on
next payment—Purchase of investments by
trustees after increase of standard rate—
Income received on mew investments not
only less tax at increased rate but also less
deficiency in taz arising through transferors
having suffered tax only at former standard
rate—Deficiency payment to be ** accounted
for and assessed in the same manner as the
tax deducted from original payment''—
Payments of tazx in fact made by transferees
—Transferors not to be tre as persons
whonmdepaymenta—lncome Taz Act, 1918
(c. 40), 5. 27— Finance Act, 1921 (c 32),
8. 32— Finance (No. 2), Aet, 1939 (c. 109),
8.7, Sched, 6, paras. 1, Z—Fmam:e(Na 2)
Act, 1940 (ec. 48),8 8, 'Sched. 5, paras. 1, 2
[SKADBOLT (INSPEI,‘TDR OF TAXES v. THI-‘.
RT. HON. LORD PENDER AND ADMIRAL
HENRY WILLIAM GRANT]..

Mutual insurance ussomalwn——bur-
plus arising from transactions with members
—Whether assessable—Finance Act, 1933
(c.19), 8. 31 (1) [INLAND REVENUE COMRS,
v. AYRSHIRE EMPLOYERS MUTUAL INSUR-
ANCE ASSOCIATION, LTD.] v

rofits from trade and trade rec:ewla—
Part recovery of debts previously written off
as bad—Amounts so received to be included
in computation of profits—Amounts tazable
in year of receipt—Income Tazx Act, 1918
(¢c. 40), Sched. D, Cases I and 11, r. 3 (i)
[ WILLIAM DICKINSON & Co., LD, v. W.
BRISTOW (H.M. INSPECTOR OF TAXES) ]. .

Provident society — Non-resident —
Head office in Australia, branch office in
London—Income from investments of life
assurance fund—Taxation of income from
business carried on by London branch—
Basiz for ascertaining income so chargeable
—Income from certain investments exempted
Srom United Kingdom tax by statutory pro-
vigion—Assessments to tar excessive by
reason of error in returnx~lftl1e/—1llethod

to be foll in respect of
portum of mconw weuﬁcall aumpud !rom
tax but incl rom 1
chargeable to Umted Kingdom tax—Income
Tax Act, 1918 (c. 40), 8. 46, Sched. C, r. 2
(d), Sched. D, Case 111, r. 3 (1), (2), (4),
Miscellaneous Rules, r. 7—Finance Act,
1923 (c. 14), 8. 24 [AUSTRALIAN MUTUAL
PROVIDENT SOCIETY v. INLAND REVENVE
CoMRs.] . s

—_— Ildwffrom United Emadom tazx af
balauce of m;ﬁmzw already ah.arged with

by reason of error in feturna—Relwf——
Method of to be foll in
respect of portion of income cpmﬁcallv
exempted from tar but included in income
Jrom investments chargeable to United
Kingdom tax—Income Tax Act, 1918 (c.
40), 8. 46, Sched. C, 7. 2 (d), Sched. D,
Case IIT r. 3 (1), (") (4), Miscellaneous
, 1. 7—Finance Act, 1920 (¢, 1B),
27—Finance Act, 1923 (c. 14), 8. 24
INLAND REVENUE COMRS. v. AUSTRALIAN
UTUAL PROVIDENT SOCIETY. AUSTRA-
LIAN MUTUAL PROVIDENT SOCIETY v.
INLAND REVENUE COMES, ] E

Sched. D—Income arising from foreum
possessions — Married woman — ** Li
with her husband "—*

Jrom her husband ''—Assessment on wife
as feme sole—Husband on mzhmry service
abroad—Wife anmled m
income from ncome Tax Act,
1918 (e. 40), All Schedma Rules, r. 16
&‘NUGEN']PHEAD v JACOB (INBPB(.‘DOB or

18

528

236

198



PAGE
Sched. E—Payment of lump sum lo
company director in consideralion o
ance of reduced salary and alteration of
director's tenure of office—Compensation
not in nature of a capilal receipt—Income
Tax Act, 1018 (c. 40), Sched. E [LEELAND
. Boumn (INSPECTOR OF TAXES)] .. 13
, Weekly wage earner—Housewife
dveded fo - work in fact Travelling
:zlemea——wwher claim deduction
138ible—Income Tazx Act. 1918 (c. 40),
Sched. E, r. 9—Finance Act, 1941 (c. 30),
#. 23 [PHILLIPS (INSPECTOR OF TAXES)
¢. EMERY] . 144
Sur-taz— Undistributed mcome—Ap
portionment according to member's interest
tn assets—"* Able to secure "'—** Any means
whatsoever "'—Whether limited to lawful
means—Finance Act, 1922 (c. 17), 8. 21—
Finance Aet, 1939 (c. 41), 8. 15 [INLAND
REVENUE COMRS. v. L.B. (HOLDINGS),
LD, (IN LIQUIDATION) | .. 598
wdow of deceased partmr
mlttled under his will to share profits—
Continuing partners unable Lo pay share of
profits during year of asseesmeni—Widow
not liable—Iincome Tazx Act, 1918 (c. 40),
Sched. D, Case II1I, 7.1 (a). Al Schedules
Rules, 7. 19 [INLAND REVENUE COMRS.
v. LEBUS] .. 476
n Tradc recmpt—()ompany engaqed in
ribbon paid
to wmpany—A rapnate yaar of assess-
ment—I ncoma ax Act, 1918 (c. 40),
Sched. Case I—Restriction of Ribbon
DcodopmentAct 1935 (c. 47),88.1,2,7, 9
[W. 8. TrY, LTD. v, Jounsou (I\prc-ron
OF TAxES) o 532
Income Taz Act
1918 (c. 40), Sched D, "Case I—Restriction
of Ribbon euelopment Act, 1935 (c. 47),
s. 9 [JOHNSON (INSPECTOR OF TAXES)
v. W, S, Try, LTD.] .. 165
Sums received by water board
under pm.eple 1gaued to constituent author-
ities—Sums provided out of general rate—
Whether trade receipt—Income Tax Act,
1918 (c. 40), Sched. D, Case I [l'onnpnmn
AND RHONDDA JOINT WATER BOARD v.
OSBTIME (INSPECTOR OF TAXES)] .. .. 068

INFANTS
Maintenance — Statutory power of
maintenance—Conlingent interest in income
of residuary estate—Direction to accumulate
mtermedwte mcome—Stat tory power not

vailable—Trustee Act, 19256 (c. 19), ss.
31 (1),13), 69 (2) [Re STAPLETON, STAPLE-
TON v. STAPLETON] .. 323

Marrw.ga—Refusal of consent by
justices— Appeal—No jurisdiction in High
Court to hear appeal—Marriage Act, 1823
(c. 78)—Guardianship of Infants Acl 1886
(¢c. 27)—Guardianshi’n of Infants Act, 1925
(c. 45), 88. 7 (3), 9 (1) (a), (4) 11 (2) [Re
QUESKEY, QUESKEY 7. QUESKEY] 717

INJUNCTION

Breach of contract—Grant of irrevoc-
able licence to wuse theatre—Negative
covenant by licensor not to revoke implied
in grant—Right of licencees to injunction
to restrain licensor from acting on purported
revocation [MILLENIUM PRODUCTIONS,
LTp. ». WINTER GARDEN THEATRE
(LONDON), LTD.]. . 878

Interlocutory—PmcunM “breach of
service contract—Servant nol party to
proceedings— Alternative remedy dismissal
of servant—Balance of convenience [H1VAC,
LTD. v. PARKE ROYAL SCIENTIFIC INSTRU-

MENTS, LTD.] 350
Injurious act, provlslon “of " black-out not
amounting to . . 272
INSURANCE

Marine insurance—War risks—War-
like operations—Ship carrying urgently
needed war material including deck cargo—
Damage causzed by effect of heavy seas on deck
cargo and awravated by reason of speed of

1;— rom
risks incurred by reason of warlike operation

Keeper, co-licensee as

PAGE

—Damage consequence of warlike operation
[OcEAN STEAMSHIP Co., LTD. ». LIVER-
POOL AND LONDON WAR RISKS ASSOCIA-
TION, LTD.] .

IN'I‘O‘(ICATING LIQUORS
r
« Keeparn —Manaqemmt and sole control
in_one of two co-li K7 gly ver-
mitting disorderly conduct on premises—
Liability—Metropolitan Police Act, 1339
(c. 47), 8. 44 [LINNETT ». COMMISSIONER
OF POLICE FOR THE METROPOLIS]

JUDGMENTS
Judicial decisions as authorities—
Decigion of Court of Appeal inconsistent
with the decision of House of Lords [FITZ-
SIMONS ». FORD MOTOR CO., LTD. (AERO
ENGINES) | .

Previous decisions nf Court of
Appeal inconsistent with general principles
laid down by Houge nf Lords [Wu.son v,
CHATTERTON]

LANDLORD AND TENANT

_ Covenani not to sub-let—Breach by
tenant— Landlord aware of conlinuing
breach—Rent restriction—Sale of premises
—Claim jor possession against sub-tenant
“ Lawfully or unlawfully sub-let "'—
Increase of Rent and Morlgage Interest
(Restrictions) Act, 1920 (e. 17), 83. 5 (5),
15 (3)—Rent and M ortgage Interest Restric-
tions Act, 1923 (c. 32), 8. 7 (1) [NORMAN
v. SIMPSON] .

Husband and Wife—Claim for poua-
sion of house, the matrimional home—
No relationship of landlord and tenant
[PARGETER v. PARGETER] . .

e of premises by rau'way rompany
to wagon repairing company—Indemnily
clause against damagrs etc., for m]wy to
repairing pany's
injured away fmm demised premuex—
Whether indemnity restricted to injury con-
nected with demised premises—Construction

HENSON ». LONDON & NORTH EASTERN
Y. Co., aAND COOTE & WAmtEN. Ltp.
(THIRD PARTY) | PP

Licence — Revocation — Licence for
wse of theatre—Express term entitling
licencee to determine licence—No provision
for determination by licensor—No rtight
in licensor to revoke licence [MILLENTUM
PRODUCTIONS, LTD. v, WINTER GARDEN
THEATRE (LONDON), LTD.] ;.

Notice to qutt—Can.stmctwn—-Leau
for two years and thereafter for conseculive
periods of two quarters—Lease delerminable
on or after given date by two quarters’
previous notice in writing—Lease deler-
mined by landlords by notice erpiring on
given date—Notice invalid [ASSOCIATED
LONDON PROPERTIES, LTD. v. SHERIDAN]

——, Lease for fixed term then
quarterly—Notice served before expiration
of fized term—Validity [BRITISH IRON &
STEEL CORPORATION, LTD. », HALPERN]
“On or before''—Construction
—Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions
(Amendment) Act, 1933 (c. 32), 8. 3, Sched.
1 (k) [DAGGER ». SHEPBERD] .

Recovery of possession— Lease continu-
ing until cessation of hostilities— A ctual day
of cease fire order— Uncertainty— Validation
of War-time Leases Act, 1944 (r 34),3.1
[EKER v. BECKER] P

Rent re.stnctwn—Cowwr in rertory
grounds—Claim for possession by rector—
W hether y for ient ion
of rectoru——Quemon of fact——Plurahlw
Act, 1838 (c. 108), & 59 [NEALE v.
JENNINGS] i

— Furpuhed letting—* Atte..
ance ' —'* Furniture "' — W hether mb-
stantial part of rent for attendance and wse
of furniture—Increase of Rent and Mort-
gage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920
(e. 17), 8. 12 (2), proviso (i)—Rent and
Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923
(c 32), 8. 10 [PROPERTY HOLDING (,o

. v. MISCHEFF]

123
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74

653

20

408

133

721

224



PAGE

——, ——, Whether substantial por-
tion of rent for uu of furniture—Increase
of Rent and Mortgage Interest ( Restrictions)
Act, (¢. 17), 8. 2 (1), proviso (i)—Rent and
Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923 (c.
32). 8. 10 (1) [MADDOX PROTERTIES, LTD.

KLaAss

Hmue anmrudly not within 1939
Act—Suquumt damagc by enemy action

value d—W hether brouaht
unthm the protwtum of the Act—New house
—Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions
Act, 1939 (c. 17), 85. 3 (1), 7 (1) [EYRE v.
HAYNES] ..

——, Recovery of pauesum—Al&ema-
tive accommodation offered — Levant
wmatters  for consideration—**
to make order’ —Mudtrwtzon—" Suitable
alternative accommodation ''—Absence of
garage irrelevant—Rent and Mortgage
Interest Restrictions (Amendment) Act,
1933 (c. 32), 8. 3 (1), Sched. I, para. (h)
[Bnmnon v. GEORGE] .

—_ Plamuff clammw as
lamilxmi—" Not" being a landlord who
has become landlord purchaa ing the
dwelling-house after Dec. 1937 "'—
Unoccupied house purghqaed by plamu[/

¥ —a)
agreement—" Landlord “_Rent and Mort-
gage Interest Restrictions (Amendment) Aect,
1933 (c. 32), Sched. I (h)—Increase of
Rent and Mortgage Inlerest (Restrictions)
Act, 1938 (c. 28), Sched. Il [Epp8 v.
ROTHNIE] ..

——, ——, Sole use of three unfur-
nished rooms and joint use of other rooms
—*'" Part of a house let as a separate

dwelling *" [KRAUSS 2. BOYNE].. .
Standard rent—Premises let as
dwellmq~houae in 1940—Same premises let
in 1038, at high rent, as business offices with
licence for tenant to sleep on premises—
Claim by landlord to fiz standard rent by
reference to 1938 letting—** Dwelling-house”™
—1938 letting not as g dwelling-house—

Increase of Rent and Morla e Interest
(Restrictions) Aet, 1920 (c. 7 12 (1) (a)
—Rent and Mmaqe Inte Rumawm

A::i,l 193]9 (e. 71) [MAC](ILI.AN & Co., L.
EES "

Repatr—C’avenant to npmr “and ywld
up in repair—Whether breach excused b
regulations prohibiting repair above certam
cost withaut licence—Defence (General)

7 1939, ny 56A [EYRE 9.

JOHNSON]

Term — Certaml — Commencement
and termmatwn deﬁned by reference to
and te tion of war—
Date of termmatum of European war—
Dedaratwn Government that national
% Notice lo quit—Validity
f—Validat: um of War-Time Leases Act,
1944 (c, 34), 88. 1, 2—Tenancy Agreements
End of the War in Europe) Order 1945
S.R. & 0., 1945, No. 703/L.8 [HAw'mnY
v. BEAUFRONT, LTD. ]

Written agreement purpomng to be a
rublaau—-Subteml expressed to extend
beyond date of expiry of head lease—No
reversion left in head tenant—Head tenant
not entitled to cma notice to mt—-No con-
tractual obligation on so-ca sub-lessee
to deliver up pouucwn to hcad tenant
[MILMO v. CARRERAS]

LIBEL
Privilege—Absolute privilege—Ofiicial
communications on State matlers—Level of
such communwatwm—(}onﬂm of laws
[SZALATNAY-STACHO v. FINK] . @

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Alteration of area—Exlension of
county borough to include part of county area
—Loss o cmmty ratspaycn—Fmancml

mkpayen—Aer&on—Amount of com-
pmatwn—Mahod of auzmna compensa-

* Income ”—Local G mmz Act,
1988 (c. 51), 8s. 161, 152, Sclled r. 1—
Newport Extension Act, 1934 (c. Ivil), 3. 58

487

225

609

146

719

206

. 803

PAGE
MONMOUTH COUNTY v. NEWPORT COUNTY
OROUGH] .. 276
Lottery, private neceaalt.y for names of all
promoters on ilcke . aa

MAGISTRATES

Juru zdwn——Dcnrabduy of stating special
rmoru——R Tm,ﬂic Act 193(2 (c. 438)
S Jur
Ad 1933 (c. 88). A, 31 (1) (viD) [R. v.
LEICESTER RECORDER, Ez parte GABBITAS] 615
Maintenance, nppllcatlon of income for, direc-
tion to surplus { from
residue .
Manslaughter, confession o( adult,ery whether
reducing murder to s . 524

MASTER AND SERVANT

Duty of ﬂuum—Proyer system of
workmg—lf"atlure take reasonable care
to prevent theft oj servant's property—
Whether breach of duty—Actor's clothing
stolen from dresging room [DEYONG v.
SHENRURN]

Duty af servani—Skilled manual
worker assisting trade competitor during
spare time— W hether breach of duty [HIvAQ,
LTD. v. PARK ROYAL SCIENTIFIC INSTRU-
MENTS, LTD.} .. 850

Liability of master af common law—
Ship under repair—Defective staging—
Accident to workman employed by sub-con-
tractors engaged for the electric arc welding
—Staging provided by contractors—Sub-
contractors for tpacwluad work not respon-
sible for erected % contractors
HODGBON . Bm’msﬂ ARrc WELDING CoO.,

TD. umB & N. GREEN & SILLEY WEIE,
Ltp.] . ity of T o v 95

y “of ‘mas or wwsm o
ccrvant—F accident to wunauthorised
passenger in commercial van—-fl ‘respasaer

—Ezxtent of duty to take care [Twuﬂ v.
BEeAN's EXPRESS, LTD.]) .. 202

MEDICINE

Doctor and patient—Disclosure of

confideniial information—Patient suffering

Jrom venereal disease—Proceedings for

decru K mdmy oontmmlatcd—luqueu by

eof linforma-

tion co mmwd peuon—Duty of doctor.
[C.v. C.] 562

Mutual insurance usoclatlon, m&un um.ng

from transactions between members, assess-
ment to income tax 637

Name, Christian, cannot be altered by deed

poll’
Nntlonnl Fire Service. lnjury bo member ot'
whether war ‘service . . 810

NEGLIGENCE
Contributory mlwam—Amortwn
ment of liability—A
Costa—Law Reform (C’mntnbutorgv Negli-
gence) Act, 1945 (c. 28), 8. 1 TLLIAM
A, JAY AND SoNs v. J. S, anzns L1D.] 646
,  Highways—Cyclist coatdmg
with air-raid shelter during out—
Principle m Baker v. LoMImnt not

generally licable—Special  circum-

stances of case proper test [MORRIS

v. LUTON CORPORATION] 1
D take ean—lefqant drwmg

of commercial um—Falal accident to un-
authorised p

-Duty to
drivers em erg ['I‘wml v. BEAX'S
EXPREES, LTD. 202

Employee of London Passenger Trans-
pml's Board, injured while mwmwxmtbm

using free pass—Pass issued subject

condition exempting Board from lmw

for injury however caused—W hether em-
ee using pagl at time of accident—Paass

cont
Traffic Act, 1930 (c. 43), 5. 97 [WILKIR v.
LORDON PASSENGER TRANSPORT Bon.n] 650



PAGE

Theatrical producer—Failure to take
reasonable care to prevent theft—Actor's

clothing stolen from dressing room— Liability
of producer [DEYONG v. SHENBURN]

Not negotlable, effect of marking cheque

NUISANCE
Adjoining premises—Fire caused by
defective ric wiring—Live wire tnade-
quately protected owing to negligence of con-
tractor—Adjoining premices destroyed—
House let with defect—Owner liable for
repaire—Knowledge of want of repair—
Luability—Fires Prevention (Metropolig)
Act, 1774 (c. 78), 8. 86 [SPICER v. SMEE]
Official communications, on state matttrs,
privilege ..
Pasas, free, Injury to employee usln T
Passport, effect of holding, alleglance ‘owed
when outside realm . A

PATENTS
Contract—Covenant by patentees not to
economisers excepl exclusively
through agents—Patentees becoming con-
tractors lo Government department—
Wrilten authority to use patents for service
of Crown—Whether authority rendered
|m,ﬁed'we contractual obligation with thmt
parties—'* Agents, contractors, or others'’

—Patents and Designs Acts, 1907-1942,
20—R.S.C., Ord. 53A, r. 22 [Fosﬂm
WEEELIR, LTD. v. E. GREEN & SON, LTD.)
Penalon, aggravation ol' Te-War dlsability a
eals, medical evidencein .. .. ..

ms, ‘burden of proof in . &%

_ war service aggravating disease ..

PERPETUITIES
Accumulations — Statulory periods —
Settlement—Fund for benefit of settior's
grandchildren already living at date of
settlement. ual sum tgie szmui to each

grandchild on atl 1 der of
to be lated, in separate fund,
date of settlement uniil youngest

Srom
grandehild atlained 23—Donees of both
JSunds to be chosen by trustees from among
grandchildren and their children—"* Raising
portions ""—Life of settlor only period avail-
able—Trustee Act, 1925 (c. 19), 8. 31,—Law
of Property Act, 1925 (c. 20), 8. 164 (1)(0),
(d), 2 (i) (a) [Re BOURNE'S anl.mm
TRUSTS, BOURNE v. MACKAY] .
dl—mﬂ Jor education af cluldren of

named families—'" Children ' lo be '
lawful dnceudam ' of (three
individuals to be invested
trustees ** underatmstforevertobeoal
after testatriz and her mother—Trust void for
Dperpetuily [Rc CoMPTON, POWELL o.
ComPTOR (No. 2) |

Person, in Bills of Exchange Act. includes

payee s 3 s
PLEADING
Objection—Probate actzcm—Plamtw‘
to have f y caused

alleged in defe

daath of d
efendant entitled to  make egation

thmmh laintyf not prosecuted [In the

Estate of G— ( ed). M- , L——
Plying for hire, what amounts to . .u . . ]

E: Sl;»(c)mal . t nd
ZErCi8e—, ower to appoi:
deed or will—W hether g»men to rurmlzlal
expressed in will—Gift, cn:&;wt to payment

ofdcbu of ' allmyrmla personal estate
T ohal oo amy dhop iopoeing poer a el
ime

of my decease il to objects of the spccwl

power —** And” — Failure  to
appoint "’ [Re WELFORD’S WILL Tnus'rs
DAv?sox v. DAVIDSON] ..
comltu——Power
toappmnzbydudorml?c'wwhnmmal

power ezxer. mmcupat\u unu,
made soldier on active service
adm to probato—Wdll Ad. 1837 (c 38)

ills (Sold
Smlon) Ad. uils c. 58),a su)[m ARL
OF CHICHESTER'S ILL TBUB'I'B PELHAM
v, COUNTESS OF CHICHESTER] .. ..
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PRACTICE
Pleading—>Sltriking outl statement of
claim—No cause of action—Action to
restrain Home Secretary from deporting
enemy alien—R.S.C., Ord. 25, r. 4 [NETZ
v. RT. HON. CHUTER EDE, P.C., H.M.
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR HOMB Arnms]

PUBLIC AUTHORITIES

Act of State—Declaration of Govern-

ment—State of war—Continued existence

of country as a state—W hether conclusive

[R. ». BorTriLL, Ex parte KUECHEN-
MEISTER] .

Pump, supply of water from covenant by

vendor, whether running with land

RAILWAYS AND CANALS

Death of signal fitter on line—Statutory
duty of railway to appoint look-out—Signal
fitter engaged on routine oilling of signal
apparatus on permanent way—'"' Protection
to permanent way men whm relaying or
repazrmq permanent way *'—W hether sig-

ﬁ.uer within the protection—W hethey
oiling * repamna t)w pemumem way
Railway E of Acci-
dents) Art 1900 (c 2:) a 1 (l), Sched.,
cl. 12—, Rules,
1902 (SR &O 1902 No 616), . 9 [LON-
DON]& NORTH EASTERN RY. Co ». BERRI-
MAN] .. . g
Rail — A crossing
—Duties of railway company—No obliga-
tion to employ watchman or keeper—Effect
of propinguily to level erossing—Railway
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (c. 29),
8. 47 [LIDDIATT v, GREAT
wAy Co.] ..

Repair of prwately owned wuaom on
railway company's property—Walking pass
to repairing company's employees to enter
on railway company's property—Condition
incorporated on pass relieving.railway com-
pany of responsibility for injury by accident
—No evidence of actual knowledge of con-
dition—Reasonable notice of condilion—
Onus of pror [HENSON v. LONDON &
NORTH EASTERN RY. CO. AND COOTE &
WARREN, LTD. (THIRD PARTY) ]

RATES AVD RATING
Compu-

tation on profits bana—C’amml sum required
for conduct” of undertaking—Source from
which, and price at which, capital obtainable
irrelevant [CROYDON GAS CO. », RATING

dads

WESTERN RAIL: .

828

464

6563

AUTHORITY FOR THE COUNTY BOROUGH 8
384

oF CROYDON]

Valuation lwt—Propoxala by ‘county
valuation committee to increase larpa pra-
portion of ts in area

ts n ralmq

1—Ra¢ma)

of all
Z;'sa by counzy valuatm officer with a vww
respect  of each hemiztamnt—WMher
mluatwn ﬁomm:ttec making in c_ﬂcct a new
1925 (c. 90), RII, 18, 19

and
Valwuwnt) Act, 1938 (c. 19).
and Val (P f
WEST NORFOLE ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE
AND COUNTY VALUATION COMMITTEE FOR

Separ
Rating and
21 (2) 31 (3), '37—
Rating of
Act, 1940 (c, 12), 5. 1 (3) [PRATT v. NORTH
THE COUNTY OF NORFOLK]

Rationing, acquiring goods without surrendglé

of coupons .
Reg;!ver, remuneration of power of court to

Recorder,
for moiormg offence .
Regimental records, admisslbmty o
Rent, meaning of . - s
Repalr meaning of .

REVENUE
Excess profits taz—Acquisition of
shares by a company in another company
already controlled indirectly— Uncertainty
as to liability to excess profits taz— W hether
;mam W expected to accrue fmm th;

124 was orr

Jurladlctlon of, suapension of Ilcence T

.. 503
.. 218
. 25656



Boy..!t.les, excess profits tax on
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Liability to taz—Finance Act, 1941 (c. 30),
8. 35—Finance Act, 1944 (c 23), s.

CROWN BEDDING Co LD, v, INLAND

EVENUE COMRS.] 452
, Capital mployed in business
during chargeable accounting period—Sum
paid in respect of accruing liability—
Liability must be legal obligation existing
during accounting period—Finance (N 0. 2)
Act, 1939 (c. 109), Sched. VII, II,
para. 2 1)—Fmance Act, 1940 (c 29) 8.
34 (4) [VORTHERN ALUMINIUM CO., LTD.
v. INLAND REVENUE COMRS.]

, Computation of cazntal—Deduc-
tion o] debt—C nter ted in
standard period but not in chargeable
accounting period—Finance (No. 2) Act,
1939 (c. 109) ss. 13 (4), 14, 17 [TRINIDAD
PETROLEUM DEVELOPMENT Co., LTD. v.
INLAND REVENUE COMRS.] .

——, Purchase of shares in another
company — Direction — Construction —
Whether investment or capital employed in
business—Finance Act, 1940 (c. 29), 8. 28,
and Sched. V—Finance Act, 1941 (c. 30), 8.
35 [FRODINGHAM [RONSTONE MINES, LD,
v, INLAND REVEN’UE COMRS.] . .

d from
of patented mvmtwns—“ Income recewed
Jrom investments "'—Finance (No. 2) Act,
1939 (c. 109), 8. 12 (1), (4), Sched. 7, Pt. I,
para. 6 (2), (9) [(INLAND REVENUE COMRS.
v DESOU’I‘TER BROTHERS, LTD.] 58

National Defence Contnbfutwn—Pay-
ments by company to retiring directors
—Payments in  consideration of
cmnanu in rutramt of trade—W hether

dii ‘uoe._
Finance Act 1937 (c. 54), “Sched. IV
[ASSOCIATED PORTLAND CEMENT MANU-
FACTURERS, LTD. ». INLAND REVENUE
COMRS. ASSOCIATED PORTLAND CEMENT
MANUFACTURERS, LTD. v. KERR (INSPEC-

TOR OF TAXES) g
National Savings twrttfwala—.lum
diction of county court—Savings Certificates
lations, 1933 (S.R. & O 1933, No.

Regu
1149), r. 27 (1) [WINTER v. WINTER

168

68

Ribbon Development, compensation for, assess-
to income tax
_— whether trade receipt.

.. 532
. 165

ROYAL FORCES

Pension—Disability existing before or
arising during war service aggravated by
and remaining aggravated by war gervice—
App urisdiction—Pensions  Appeal
Tribunals Act, 1943 (c. 30), 5. 1, 5—Royal
Warrant concerning Retired pay, Pengions,
ete., 1943 (Cmd. 1943 No. 6489), arts.
2 (8), 4 [SHIPP v, MINISTER OF PENSIONS
MINISTER OF PENSIONS v. PRETTY] i
. Disability existing before war
aggravated by war service—Burden of proof
—Proper method of approach to consider
matter—Royal Warrant concerning Retired
Pay, Pensions, etc., 1943 (Cmd. 1943, No.
8489), art. 4 (2, ) — Pensions Appeal
Tribunals ( naland and Wales) Rules,
1943 (S.R. & 0., 1943, No. 1757L39),
7. 12 (8) [ROMNG v. STER OF
PENBIONS]

, Disease armna during and
aggravaled by war service Death
hastened by aggravation — Failure to
report sick—Test whether course taken direct

of war larvwe—Royal Warrant
concerning Relired Pay, P
1043 (Cmd. 6489), art 4 (1) (5) dn [Joxm
TER OF PBNSIONS) . 312
<. .. b®

SALE OF GOODS

Delivery of lesser quantity—Rights o
purcha:er—Pr d and ntmvpnwm.lmjir
conditions nconsistency — Control of

Timber (No 21) Order, 1941 (SR & 0.,
1941 No. 2088), arts. i (1), (2), 6 Sclwd
T {WILKINSOX v, BARCIAY) ., .. 887

PAGEH

SALE OF LAND
Memorandum of contract—Terms—
Balam:e o{ purchaae money ““to be paid
—W. posses-
sion to be (nven not stated—V erbal agreement
that posseszion should be given only when
vendor Sfound other accommodation—
Insuffictency of memorandum—~No enforce-
able contract—Law of Property Act, 1925
(c. 20), 8. 40 [JOHENSON v. Hmnnnvl
Vacant Ppossession—Position of g’artw
of pro-
perzy—sum and condition of property sold
—Breach of undertaking to dekiver vacant
DPO88ESEION CUMBERLAND CONSOLIDATED
HOLDINGS, LTD. v. IRELAND] ..
Separate trial, ‘common enterprise, where, dis-
cretion of judge
Separation deed, covenant ln whet.her blndlng
estate of covenantor ..

SETTLEMENTS
Marriage settlement—Covenant to pay
if mai e * golemnised "'—Ultimate trust
for husband’s next of kin—Marriage sub-
sequently annulled—Total failure of con-
hts of beneficiaries defeated

[Re A[EB' SETTLEMENT, DINWIDDY w.

Smled land—Sumdo'y jmweu of
tenant for life—Limitation against exercise
of powers—Bequest of fund upon trust to
apply part of income, at trustee’s direction,
Jor outgoings of real estate settled under
same will—Income not so remurad to be
paid to tenant for life of the settled land—

Gift over of whole fund on sale of settled
land—Settled land sold wunder statutory
powers—Gift over of fund void—Tenant for
life to continue to receive income—Settled
Land Act, 1925 (c. 18),s. 108 [Re Kznnn’r,
HERBERT v. BICESTER (LORD) ] .

SHIPPING AND NAVIGATION
Collision—Convoys meeting on a cross-
mq couue—Croamw rule—Duties and

-Reg for
collisions at sea, rules 19, 21,22 [A'I'roxmw-
GENERAL v. oLo-Almch.N O1L Co -

., THE“ F.J. WOLFE "] .. ..

STATUTES
Construction—With rq[cmwc to other
statutes alio intuitu [SOMERSHIELD v.
ROBIN]
Statutes, construction’ of referencq to ot.her
statutes, allo intuita .. i

STREET TRAFFIC
Hackney oarmau—Mator carr—Plv-
ing for hire without being Vek

standing in public nruz—Hwe and pay-
ment made in ad:)mn: street—No contract
wuh and no payment to, driver of vehicle—
Metropolitan Public Carriage A, 1860

(c. 115), 8. 7 [GILBERT v. MCKAY] ..
Structure, ncludes wall .
Sub-cont.ra.ctor, liability to servant., negllgenoe

of contractor .

Theatre, licence for use of, revocation ..

THEATRES
Failure of producer to take reasonable
care to prevent -Actor’s clothing stolen
from dressing room—ILiability ql producer
[DEYONG v. Snmmmm] o
Tithe rentcharge, assess-
ment of compensa’lon. deductlon for rates

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING

Advertisements—Power of local author-
ity Lo prohibil the use of a wall of dweusu-
house  for advmmng purposes—** Struc-
ture "—Town and Counlry Planning Act
1932 (c 48), 8. 47 (6), (8)—Town and
Planning (Interim

ning
Ad 1948 (c. 29), 88, 6, 15, Sched. I
CKLEYS, 1ID. v. LEICESTER Crry
Comwn, ol @
Travelling expenses, housewife directed to
work in factory, expensen not deductible in
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Warlike operation,

PAGE
——, workman, of, attending for examlnatlon, &

jnrlndlctlon of county court .

TROVER AND DETINUE
Detinue—Asseszsment of value to be
paid in default of return of goods—Value
to be assessed as at date of judgment
[ROSENTHAL v, ALDERTON AND SON8, LTD. }
Yacant possession, includes unimpeded phyulca
" enjoyment of property

Venereal disease, disclosure of information by

doctor, requea'. by patient ..
damage due “to heavy
weather no consequence of .. .

WgTERS AND WATERCOURSES

of ad; ts by vendor to

supply water from pump on vendor's land

for use of purchaser in conneclion with

house on conveyed land and to keep pump

in npazr—thther benefit of agreement
to

t purchaser—
W hether covenants relating

to lamt—Law of
Property Act, 1925 (c. 20), 8. 78 [anTLEx
v. WOOLF] v
‘Weapon, use of, blackout not included . -

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

S of bacon—Weight—'* Misrepre-
sentation "—Sale of Food (Weights and
Measures) Act, 1926 (c. 63), 5. 3 [PRESTON

v. COVENPRY AND DISTRXCT CO-OPERATIVI
Sociery, Ltp.] .. . =

WILLS |

—Gift }[

dition void for tmpocm}uwy— onee abs
lutely entitled to [Re PARROTT'S WILL
TRUSTS, COX ». PARROTT]. .

Gift of £60 a ymr—— “This sum
to be applwd ' for donee's ‘' maintenance
and schooling until she attaing the age of 21 "'

“* To be derived from interest of my shares
in War Loan 1917 "—Duration of annuily
[Re JACESON, DAY v. Amu] 2
Gl,ﬂ of tesiator's ruuluary eatate
tohulommlhacven.‘,ofumwrandhu
wife dying ** during the present war
Substitutionary montwvu if sons 8 ahould
also die *' durmo present war *'—'* The
present war ""—Strict legal meamng dis-

laced by context [Re COOPER'S ESTATE,
ENDALL v. COOPER]

e G\ftofwholcutautoc—Codwd
providing that ** in the event of the simul-
taneous death ” of C. and the testatriz ** the
interests of my moneys to be dwuied
between " Mrs. M. and E., * after t
deaths of these two named the oapual to go
to my nephew "—Testatriz, C. and E.
killed ;mlanlaneoualr by the same bomb—

Whether gift in rcvol:ad by codicil—
“ Simultaneous death r the deaths
of these two d" t of cap

of Property Act, 1925 (c. 20) 3. 184 [Re
PRINGLE, BAKER v. MATHESON] .
——, Gift to sister of legacy “jor lvjc
m,lorevmwutauxflhcdmnotn-
marry ""—Absolute gift to be implied on
sister's remarriage [Re LANE'S EBTATE,
MEAGHER v. GOVERNORS AND GUARDIANS
OF THE NATIONAL GALLERY OF IRELAND
i bl s o711
. n sence v. wmey-
Life inferssts with remainder to issus and

o
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Jailure of mua—Lad
wuhout mm "
ierney ap: acerue
solutely entitled

aceruer clause on
survivor  dyis
Lassence v.

shares—Last survivor

[Re LiTT's WILL TRUSTS, PARRY wv.
CoOPER]

_ The rm.duc ofmy utate to be
divided 8_brother
and sisters °* diring their hfetmw

* After their dcath to be umly dutr-dmted "
and nieceq—
Implwd gift to mrvwon or survivor of first

takers—Second takers to take per capita on
death of last survivor of first takers [Re
FoSTER, COOMBER v. GOVERNORS AND
GUARDIANS OF THE HOSPITAL FOR THE
MAINTENANCE AND EDUCATION OF EX-
POSED AND DESERTED YOUNG CHILDREN]

Contingent interest in income of residu-
ary estate—Direction to accumulate inter-
mdmte mcoma—lntcrmdwte income not
during minority
—Trustee Act, 1925 (c. 19), 88. 31 (1), (3),
69 (2) [Re STAPLETON, STAPLETON v,
STAPLETON] A

Soldier's will—Note of oral inatruc-
tions for will admwud to prabat&—Whalm'
capable of exercia
personalty—wW dla Ad 1837 (c. 26), 28. 9
10, 11, 27—Wills (Soldiers and Sailors
Act 1018 (c. 58), 8. 3 (1) [Re EARL OF
CHICHESTER'S WILL TRUSTS, PELHA)( v.

COUNTESS OF CHICHESTER]

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION
omden‘t—Dumc as mjury cau:ed

by
wnjuries—Cumulative
caused by rapidly rolatma instrument—
‘ Raynaud's disease "’ [FITZSIMONS v.
ForD Mo'ron Co., LTp.] ..
deptu: drounwd—No daﬂasr

to normal ) pergon—D not sole
cause  of death—Construction of statutes

Workmen's Cmnpematwn Act, 1925 (c.
84) 81 (l);‘ ILSON . CHA’!'I‘ERTOH]

Costs—Travelling expenses of work-
man allending for examination by medical
referee—No arbitration actual or pending
of county court judge—
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1925 (c. 84),
2. 19 (2), Sched. 1 (7)—Wor1mwn 8 Compen-
sation Rules, 1926 (S.R. & 0., 1926, No.
448), rr. 57 (9). 76 (4) [HALI.IDAY v.
BARBER, WALKER & CO., LTD.]

Indudmd disease—Certy ymy sur-
geon's certificate—Limit to
W hether disease such as could reasonably be
attributed to nature of employment—Onus of
proof—Workmen's Compensation Act,
1925 (e. 84), 5. 43 [HOPWOOD v, Tlx'nu
PAPER TURR Co. TD.] i

— C
previous _employer
to compensation paya/bla by last em-
ployer — Recorded agreement by last
rmptoycr to pay lump aum m liew of wulcly

o] prmmu emplovgr to contnlmu to lm;:ﬂ

Mmmg Inductry (Pncum ‘) Com-
pensation Scheme, 1943 (S.R. & 0., 1943,
No, 885), paras. 8, 9(2) (a) [AuAmAn'rlD
ANTHRACITE COLLIERIES, LTD. v. CORY
BROTHERS AND CO., LTD.

Right to sue for breach of lta-tutory duty

lternati;
remedies—Receipt of L1 -Enow-
ledge  of workman—:* Option "'—W hen
oplion exercised— Workmen's Compensation
Act, 1925 (c. 84), 8. 29 (1) [YOUNG v.
BBJSTOI‘. AEROPLANE Co., LTD.] ..
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