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for discovery of ship 's papers, but this, on appeal, wau set aside,
the court holding that the discovery of slip 's papers was peeuliar
to actions for losses at sea, and r.ot to be extended to actions
where, as in this case, the loss lad taken place on land.

PRACTIOE-SERVICE 0F DEFENDANT OUT 0F JUR1ISDICTIONZ-RULE 64
-(ONT. Ru=r 162 (G)).

The Hageit (1908, ' . 189 deserves a passing notice. The
action was in the Admrs -. ty Division to recover dtamages against
a German shipowner for a collision which took place in the Elbe.
The plaintiffs' ship, which was British, when corning down the
Elbe came into collision with another British ship, whieh in
tturn came into collision with a German slip. The agents cf the
PI aintiffs' and the German slip exchanged letters of guarantee,
but the owners of the German ship did not; commence any action
in Germany against the two Britishi slips. The plaintiffs com-
menced the present action in personam against the owners of
the other B3ritish ship and the owners of the German vessel
and obtained leave to serve the latter out of the juriediction. The
owners of the German vessel applied to discharge the order.
"Deanle, J., refused the application, but the Court of Appeal
(Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Farwell and Kennedy, LJJ.) re-
versed his decision. The Court of Appeal admitted that the
Germnan owners were necessary or proper parties to the action
and therefore primâ fadie within the ruIe; but it appearing that
cri action by the German owxîers i-as pending when this applica-
tion was made in a German court in respect of the coflisi3n, that
it was îiot a proper exercifse of discretion to allow tâemn to be
servcd as defendants in the present action.

CompANY-DEBENTuRE-FLOATING SPCURITY-SIBSEQU-ENT ISSUE
OP DEBENTUBFS-SPECIFIC CHARGEin-PRioRry-DEBENTuRUEs
RANKINO PARIt PÂSSU-ORDINÀRY COURSE 0FP BUSINESS.

Coz Mfoore v. I>eruvian Corporation (1908) 1 Ch. 604. This
was an action by a debenture holder of a comany to restrain the
company from issuing a further series of debentures in such a
way as to give them priority over that held by the plaintiff. The
coxnpany had very extensive powers, aud was not, as Warring-
ton, J., found, a strirtly trading corporation. It had power to
issue debentures to the amount of £6,000,000. It did issue de-
hontures to the aniont of £3,700,000. These debentures were
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