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4 liquidator took the property subjeot tu that charge, and that
it made no diffeience that the judgment to enforce the lien
was made after the wiiiding-up order: that the judgment

$ being in remi, there was no precedent for holding ths.t the pro.
ceeds of it could be claimed by the liquidator, in -which re.

was therefore given ini favor of the defendan ts.

V~NDORi AND PURCMAXE-" OtUTOOINGS "-'GRESURNT TO PAY OUTGOINGB UP TO
COMPLETICN--OitER To TANS DoWr4 M. JZROUB -JTRUCTUltigg

Tubbs v. Wynne (1897) 1 Q.B. 74, was ari action to deter-
mine the meaning of the terni Iloutgoings " in a contract of
sale. The vehdor of land had agieed to discharge ail Ilout-
goings'" up to the day fixed for cornpletion of the contract.
After the contract and before the day fixed for conipletion, a
magistrate in pursuance of a statutory power made an order
for the removai of clangerous structures on the land. The
order was flot coniplied with, and after the day fixed for coni.
p'etion the municipality, under its statutory powers, removed
the structures and demanded and received froin the purchaser
the expenses of so doing;- and the action was brought to
recov'er them from the vendor. The defendant claimed that
they were not Iloutgoings " within the meaning c'f the con.
tract, relying on the judgtnent of Kay, J., In te Boor, Boom v.
Hfopkins, 4o Ch. D., 5 7 2; and even if they were Iloutgoings"
he contended that the liability did flot arise until after the
work was done, which was subsequent to the day flxed for
completion. But, Collins, J., was of opinion that the order to
reinove having been miade before the day of completion, the
liability for the expense of removal arose as soon as the order
was made, and that it was an Iloutgoing " within the mILan.
ing of the contract, which the vendor was liable to discharge,
and from which lie could flot escape by disobeying the order.

INiV8tANC*-EXRCUTION OF POLICY-POLICY RETAUJED BV INSURERS AFTXIR RER.
CUTION-CONTRtAcT-REccITAL-PREMilVM-WAIVER OF PRPAYUSRT.

Robe rts v. Security Co., (1897) 1 Q. B. i i, is a very m.
portant decision on the subject of insurance iaw. A proposai
for an insurance of goods against loss by burglary was made
by the plaintiff to the defendant company, on 14th Deccm.


