
150 CANAIDA. LAW! JOURNAL

Bowen, L.JJ., in Castellaiii v. Preston (1888) Il Q.B.D. 380, the
plaintiffs were entitled to aueceed, but that the defendants were
entitled to deduot from the amount recovered f rom the third
parties their reasonable expensea of, retovering the same.

INTERPLZ.UYZ-EXEUTIN-000b8 ELONGING 117RRTo &X-
ECUTION CREDITOR NOR OLAIMAT-MONZY PAID IzTo COuRT
,-D~EzmiîNÂxON 0P ISSUE IN PAVOUR 0P EXPOUTION CREDI-
ToR--NoTicE BY OLMIMA14T WHOUE RIORTS ARP, ADMITTED.

In WRells v. Hughes (1907) 2 K.B. 845, the Court of Appeal
regretfully feit compelled to reverse what appeared to be gn
equitable deiiision of a Pivisional Court (Ilidley and Darling,
JJ.), and yet for the reasons given by the Court of Appeal (Wil-
liams, Moulton and Buckley, L.JJ.), it is hard to see how any
other resuit could follow. Goode; were seized in execution, they
were claixned by the District Loan Co. under a chattel rnortgage
made by the exeoution debtor. The sheriff applied for an inter-
pleaded order, whereupon the Loan Co. paid into Court the
amount of the judgment debt, costs and execution fee, to abide
the resuit of an interpleader issue which was ordered to be tried
between the execution creditor and the Loan Co. Afterwards
a firril of Davies & Co. inade a claim to part of the goode which
had 'j-en seized by the sheriff as lessors under a hire purchase
agreemient. Notice of this claini was given to both the execution
creditor and the Loan Co., and both parties refused to contest
the dlaim. On the determination of the issue the execution
creditor elairncd to be paid the whole amount of the rnoney in
Court, but it was cortended that a proportionate part tif the
inoney ini Court as representing the goode claimed by Davies &
Co. should be paid to them. This was so ordered ini the County
Court, and the decision was amfrmed by the Divisional Court;
but the Court of Appeal pointed out that what wvas paidl into
Court was not the value of the goods seized but merely the
ainount of the execution creditor 's elainm, and that hi. admission
of Davies & Co. 's elaim was immaterial, as the -ýheriff had with.
drawn froin possession.

CRIM11 NAL LAW'-RIOT-WANTON INJURY To PROPERTY BY BOYS.

Field v. The Receiver of Metropolitan Police (1907) 2 K.B.
853 was an action brought unier an English statute to recover
for dainages done to the plaintiff'. property in what was alleged
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