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?E VIE W 0F CURRENT ENGLISH CASES.
(&gMUtred in~ amcrdance wUth the Copyright Act.)

REVENUE-SALE 0P INVENTION-PAYMENT 0P LUMP SUM AND
PERCENTAGE ON SALS-' 'ROYALTIES" -INCOME-CPITAL
-INCOME TAX.

Jones v. Commi8sioners of Inland Revenue (1920) 1 K.B. 711.
The question~ at issue in his case was whether or not royalties
payable as part of the consideration for the sale of an invention
were to be deerned capital or income for the purposes of taxation.
Rowlatt, J., decided that, be. hg payinents of an uncertLin
ar-nount, they were to be regardcd as ineomie and not as capital
and he rejeeted the argumnent that they were in effect instaIrrents
of purchase money.

CARniAGE--LicENýCE--TRICYCL.E WITII MOTOR WHEEL ATTACHED
---CARRIAGE, WITH FOtTR WHEFLS PROPELLED BY MEC}IANIC..iL
POWER.

Hollands v. W4,illîamsîon (1920) 1 K.B. 716. Bv statute a
duty of excise is payable for overy carrnage as therein defined,-
and the Act detined "carniage" a.9 meaning and ineluding "any
carniage (except a hackney carriage) . . .drawn or propelled
upon aroad . . . by steara or electric-ity or anyother mechianical
power. "The defendant owned and uscd a trieycre to wbich lie
attached a fourth wheel propelled by a petrol combustion
enginie of one horse power. He could and did propel the tri-
cycle by hand, or by ireans of the fourth wvheel or both iean,4
combined. On a case stated by justices, a Divisional Court
(Lord Reading, C.J., and &iankey and Avory, JJ.) held that the
vehliele was a carniage within the meaning of the Act and subject
to duty.

FORCIBLE EýNTRY-AsS3AVLT-TEsPA>'iS--1IG-T 0F r'ErEEN-D.4NT
TO EN-TER-CIVIL RtEMEDY-5, RIC. Il. STAT. 1, c. 7.

Hennigs v. Stoke Pogis Crolf Clu-b (1920) 1 K.13. 720. In
this case th,, male plaintif %vas forn'erly the dlefeiidatnts' servant,
and lived in a house on their premises for the proper perforimance
of his dluties, and the feniale plaintiff was his tvifc and lived wvith
him. In Ma,1918, the male plaintiff left the cfeiidants' service
but refuscd to give up the dwelling-hoube, thiercupontie dt'fendants
caused him and his %vifé to be foi-ci -bly cjected, using no unnecessary
viclcnce, the fewale plaintiff heing carried out in a chair from


