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the statute being a restriction of the liberty of the subject was not ta be extended
beyond its precise ternis.

wVlu- Ru,;T FOR INfi'ROVimIFNT OF LANONO ESTT--AC'UATo-TELSO ACT (39 & 40
GR.o, 3, C. 98)-(52 \'iCt., C. 10, S. 2).

In Vini' v. Ralc:g1î (1891), 2 Ch. ï3, the question arase as ta the effect of the
ivili af a tvstator, Nvhich directed that his residuary estate shouid be laid out in
the purchase of a landed estate, and out of the incarne thereof that an annuity
should be paid to his nephew for life, and that the surplus incomne should, during
the lufe or the nephew, be expetided in the purchase of additional lanid 'lor in the
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360 The Canada Law youeffai. M MF ~been recovered or preserved by the solicitor's exertions. The Chancery Divisional

Court at its recent sittings, we believe, came to a similar conclusion in the

CONZTRACT-J0ZnT C0.'4TRtACTOZ.-,NARR0IL> WYOMN A JOINT-CoNTRtACTOR-JUDGMENT AGAINST ON£

JOINT.CONTRACTOR-RES JUDICATA.

.5t

In Hoare v. Niblett (1891), I Q.13. 781, an attempt was made to establish an
exception from the generai rule, that a judgrnent against one of two or more
join-contr Ctors discharges the rest in the case where one of the jaint-contrac-
tors xvas a married womnan, contracting iii respect of her separate property ; but
the Court (A. L. Smnith and Grantham, JJ.) decided that the exception couid not
be rnaintained.

13Aý:,<0F EF«iLAN1, O4ADMJSLSF STOCK TRANSFERP 1£D TO NATIONAL DEHT CoMMISSIoNERS-
INSP~ECTION BY PLUkON \ITHOUT INTEREST.

In The Qucen v. Bank of England (i891), 1 Q.13- 785, an application was made
for a imandamus ta cornpel the Bank of England to permit the applicant to
inspect a Eist of unclainied stock, transferred under Act of Parlienient ta the
National Debt Commissioners. The applicant cIaimed na personal interest in
anv stock so transtèrred, but desired ta obtain information for the purpose of hîs
business, which was that of a "next of kmn and unclaimed money agent." Ac-
cording ta the statute directing the transfer, the bank were required ta keep a iist
of stock so transferred, wxhich list is ta be 1'open for inspection at the i.wual
hours of transfer." The Court ýA. L. Smith and Grantham, JJ.) refused the
application, being of opinion that as the applicant had 12o bond fide interest in any

î s~tock transferred, he had no right ta claim ta inspect the list; and the miotion
wstherefc>re refused. It appears from this case that no stock is transferred by

the bnktspbi vev edas.o effor-t has been maiýe ta find thé oxvner ; and that
thelits ubisledb% getstoa large extent, rt2fer ta stock which has long

sine (,,iidclaýmants.
STATUTS- -CONIÎTRUCTION,

FleItclhci v. Fields (i891), i Q.B. -g, vas a case stated by justices, the point
af laxÀ involved arising on the construction of a statute prohibiting the loading

ýe or unloaciing of "coal" on or across a foatway between certain hours, and im-v posing a penalty for breach af its provisions. The question was, whether "cake"
Nvas inclucled iii the terni - coal." A. L. Smith and Grantham, JI., held that
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