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sustained by ber. He further attempted ta justify his failure ta assist by the
fact that other sh;ps were flot far off ; but it was shown that these àhips were
at ancbor and idie.

Held, that the circumrstances disclosed no reasonable excuse for fai'",re to
assist on the part of the C., and that the consequences of the collision W,.e due
ta ber default.

Hold, alsa, that the C was in fault under Art. z6 of s. 2 of the Navigation
Act for not keeping out of the way of the J., the latter being on the starboard
side of the C. while they were crossing.

Pooly, Q.C., for the plaintiffs.
E. V Rodwell and P. E. Irving for the defendants.
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BOYD, C.] [Oct. 13,
Rbe Sur< LITHOGRAPHINO CO.

PVknding-tip Adt-R.S.C., c. z'-onrm~é-Dissntient - Minot'ily
Uçquidao> 's aJpproval-Nonenforcement ~
There is no power given by the Winding-up Act, R.SC., c. t 29, to enforce

a comnpromise*upon. dissentient minorities of creditors, or to compel a liqui-
dator ta consent ta a compromise, and, even where a compromniie is recomn-
mended by a liquidator, it may be frustrated by an opposing minority.

Arnvoidi, Q.C., for creditors appealing.
J, R. ?û f for other creditors, flot opposing.
Kt'lner, contra.

BQYD, C.] [Oct. 11,

COATSWOxuii ET AL. V. CARSON ET AL.

Wlll--Dev:se-Coner.ion-Bgnded ii4nd-" My own rspht hoirs,"

A testator by bis wili directed IIThat my trustees shall . . sell ail rny
estate, real and personal, and divide the samne equally amnong my own righit
heirs who mnay prove . . their relationship," etc,

Ifeld, that the conversion directed created a blended fund derived from the
realty and personaP f, and following Smith v. Butcher, 10 Ch. D. 113 (where
the meaning of I awfui heir"' was held to be a literai one, and flot as descrip-
tive of the next of kin), that the words here, "Myr own riRbt heis," sîgnified


