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li England. le then applied to a Greek eourt to annui the
niarrifge and it was a.nnulled on the gr<nind that by the law
of Greece the Engliah niarriage wuS void, beeause it had not
been aolemnized ini the preaence of a Greek priest. -The de-
fendant' subsequently marxried again and the plaintiff brought
the present writ for a divorce on the ground of bis adultery,
whie;h wes granted. In the interesta of religion and -mor-
ality it would aeem that tme effort ought to be made to
Recure international eornity on the subject of marriage. As the
law at present'stands it affords seoundrels an excuise for their
iminoralities.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT-STOCCBROKCEK-SRCULATWVE TBAýNSAC-

TioN-DuATE OF PRINCIPA'L-CLOSINOG ACCOUNT-DUTY OP

BROKER--TAxNNo ovERt sTOCKs By nRoKER.

In re Fiinlay, Wilsoit v. Finlay, (1913) 1 Ch. 247. lIn this
case the plaintiffs were stockbrokers and were employed by one
Finlay to purchase shares of a speculative eharaeter on his
aecount. The plaintiffs entered into contracts to, buy shares on
his account and before settling day Finlay died. Finlay had
previously given the plaintifs% authority to oeil the sha.res and
also any shares of his held by therano~ seeurity. The plaintiffs
closed the account anid took over the sharesi contracted to be
purchased for Finlay thernselves, at what the 'Master found was
their fair value at the time. This action having, been brought
for the adxinis'-ration of Finlay 's estate, the claim of the
plaintiffs was disputed because there had been no actuial sale
of the deeeased'4 sharffl, and Warrington, J., held that the
plaintift's duty on the death of Finlay wvas to close the account
andI to, minimize the loss to their client ini respect of bis indeni-
nity to thern, ho the utmost extent, but that for this purpoée
it was not absolutely neessary for them to seli the shares. as
their doing so might create a slump in the'mnarket, but that, it
%vas eoiiipetent for them to take over the shares as they bal
done at their true value.

MOBTOUAGOR AND MORTGAEE-FORECLOSURE-" ACTION P'OUNDED

ON BREACII 0? CONTRACT' -OIIIGINATING SUMM0NS--SRVIZ;E

017T OP JUTRISICTioN-RuLE 64(e)-ONT. RuuE 162(a).

Jliiqgies v. Ovenharn (1913) 1 ýCh. 25i4. This is an appeal
froin the decision of Neville, J. (ante p. 1 5). The Coupt


