
ENGLiSFI CASI'S.

WILI,-G-IFT 0F SPECIFIC PROPERTY -FREE OP LEGACY DUTY "--

FRFNCH MUTATION DUTY-DI-TY WHETHER PAYABLE BY EE
CUTORS OR LEGATEE.S.

In re S'cott, Scott v. Scott (1915) 1 ('h. 592. 111 this case the
Court of Appeal (Lord (ozens-llardy, _M.R., anid Phillimore.
LAJ., and Joyce, J.), have affirmed the judement of Warring-
ton, J. (1914), 1 Ch. 847 (noted ante vol. 50, p. 435), to the
effeet that uponl a gift of property ini France "'free frocm lcglacY
duty'' the Iegatee 'md not the tcstator's estate miust diseharge
the French mutation fax to whieh the property is liable.

Lwx-oToacAR-AGREEMNF.N T TO KEEP MýoTOit IN REPAIII ANI)

S'PYCHAWFFii--RREvFR.

Hlton v. Car M1aintevancc Co. (1915) 1 (h. 621. This was
an aieti(Wi to recover a inotor ear, and foi' the appointnîent of an
interimi i'ceeiver. The plaintiff w~as the owncr of the cýar and had
miadc an agi'eenment with the defendants wherebx thev were
to supply a chauffeur ai. d kcep the car ni repair <and provide
ai l ecessai-N mnateriais therefor. the plaintiff to l)e at liberty to
lise the car wvhenever shù wishied. aîud to pay an aizree(l price for
the werviees of the defendaîîts and materials supplied by them.
W'hcn in London the cal' was kept at the (lefendants' garage. An
niilit baviiigt lIcCUBie due to the defendants uinder the agrce-
ment. the dlefendants took po8sessioii of the etir and elainmed a
lien on it foi, th(- ainount (Ille. Onl the motion for a i'eeeiver
Sai'gant. J1.. held that as whtthe dlefeiffdants didl to the car
didl iîot nalpi ove it blit onlY inuainta ii it in its former condition
thev had ino- lien on it. andi thiat even if the conîpanv had a
lien it Nvould 1w lost by the arrangemnent Nvhich illowcd thle
plaintiff to take it awa-N a'm she pleasedl- and on thic trial of the
action hic renîlainecd of the saine opinion, and gave judgilient
for the plaint iff with a dlirection to set ofi' lainages and eosts of
the plaiiitiff ligninet the ainomnt due under the agreenuent.

('îuMNAîL LAW-IIi(iiI TREASON-AIINU îG sî:EMi:--

SISTING CRTRMAN SI'B,1.1ECTS TO RETI'RN TO GE1:a:çN AF1"ERi:

\VAR nFCLATIIEO-1)IRE-CTION 'lO JURY.

The King v. Alle'rs (1915) 1 K.B. 616, iii view of sonie re-
cent prosecutions wyhieh have taken place ini On taî'io, wvill 1we
found of intercst. The defendant, up to the tinlie waî' was .c.-
rlarcd, had l)een (lernian Coxîsul nt 8,"nder1aiid. The evidenic wî
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