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court, is deserving of caref
found therein on the case c
The facts of the case wer
were sued for negligence re
both were found to have b
gence, and a verdict for £5o
for which judgrnent was su
paid the whole amount of th-
of the judgment, and then
the amount against the si
claim on the grounc' that b
right to contribution, relyi
House of Lords (Lords Her
Shand) affirmed the decisior
owners were liable to make
and Halsbury express the
concernf-d, it is too late to
w~eaUîer v. N ixan. to ill cases
pie therein entinciated, but
it wouid not be proper to e
dence of Scotiand. LordH
is flot founded on any prin
public policy, which w'ould jt
and he also intimates that t)
is confined to cases where
presurned to have known t
Lord Haisbury, however, a
so limited, and is clear th~
action into a judg 'ment woul
tion of the mile laid down i:
tritie that there is no righ
feasors rnay be said to have
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LesZie v. Young, (1894)
appeai from a Scotch court.
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wuytown Stea>nslip Coiipaeiy, (1894)
although. an appeai from a Scotch
1l attention, for the comments to be

~f Merryweather v. i\ixant, 8 T.R. 86..
Sthat a stevedore and shipowners

~sulting in the death of a w~orkmnan;
een guiity' of separate acts of negli-
o %vas rendered against theni jointlv.
.bsequently entéed. Thie stevedore
îe damiages, and took( au ascqîgnnment
claimed contribution for one-haif of
Iipowners. The latter resisted the .... .
eing joint wrongdoers there xvas no
ng on iMfe;ryurcatc;, v. Nixan. The
schell, L.C., Watson, Haisbury, and
iof the Scotch court, that the ship-

contribution. i3oth Lords Herscheil
opinion that, so fhr as Engiish iaw is.
question the applicabiiity of AMcrry-
in Engiand coming within the princi.

fill of tlîcir iordships \vere agreei that
xtend that principle tu thec jurispru-
Eerscheii decires that, in his vîew, itM
ciple of justice or equity. or even of
.îstify its extension to other couintries;
he principle it iays down, at ainy rate,
the person seekîng redress niust lie
hat ho was doinÉ an unlawful act.
.ppears to doubt Nvhether the mule is t. .'

it the transmutation of the cause of
d not, in England, prevent the opera-
n that case. On the whoie, the doc-
t of contribution between joint tort
received a shock.........
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