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eonverting the towage contract into a claini for salvage wa%,
nevertheless, a good defenee to a plaini for darnageg for breacli
'if the towving contraot.

'~~ ADMIR.uivTowE CONTRACT-DEcT HN TOWING GEAR-
WAkItA1-TY OP iFITNIi8$ OP TUO-EXEMI>âllT[0N8 ?'ROM LIAFSILITY
-£oNTtucTIoN.

The West Cock <1911) P. 23, *vas a elaim for damiages for
breaeh of a towage contraet. 'Tbe coutraet prer 'ded that the
defendante were not to be liabi, "for any damage to the shilp
they have contrieted 4.o tow front any perils Gr accidents of
the scas, rivers., or navigation, co?'* ' i, straining, or ari in
from towing gear (incliiding connequenee of dtfect therein o,
damrage thereto 7and whetlwr the perils or things above nien-
tioned or the loss or in.ury therefroan be occasioned by the

* negligence, defaul+ or error ira judgnaent of the pilot, rnaster,
officers, engineers, crew, or other servante of the tug owners.*9
The damage in question arose froni the earrying away of the
towing gear of the tug, due to the defeetive condition of the
rivets attaching the towing par o? the tug toi lier bunktr maing.
This defect, Evians, P.P.D. held was flot eovered by the ahove
conditions, which he held onfly applied to cireunistances oeetur-
ring after the commencement of, and (turing the towage, and flot
to a defect existing before the towage began, there beh-.g in

* his opinion an imnplied eontrpet that at the cormmncement of' he
eontraet the tug and it- equipuent was reasonably aaufflcient for
the work renired to be due. In arrivilg art this conlumion thec
learned Plresidpiit relied ën, anti Rdopted. the' reasoning of that
"cemixaent tribunal" the Supreme Court of the UTnited State,4 in

* The Cfiledovia. (1895) 157 .S. 124. art p. 138.

SETTLEMENT--O";,S'TR1tCION-ANNUITY EXPRESSEP "¶ E PA-
ABLE~ OU~T 1P INCOME-(4arr OVEU StIIJECT TO t.NNttITY-IM-
PIAFD CHARGE 0OP ANNUITY ON CORPUS$.

In re Watkins, WViU8 v. S4peèwe (1911) 1 h 1. Tle point
deedded by the' C-urt of Appeal (Cozen,,-Hard3'. M.R., and
Mofulton and Fqrwell, L.J.J.) <overru1ing Eardy, J., in this veme
was smaply this, that where hy wiIl an annuity is given to a per-
son for life whieh is expressly dire.ted to be paid out of ineoane,
anmd this i4 followed by R gi? t over o? the' corpuis "subject tiacre-
to,'' the words "éiubject, thereto'' meama "subject to the annuity"


