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REVIEW 0F CURRENT ENGLISH CASES.
<Regl.tered in amerdance xith the Copyrighit Act.)

.ADMIRALTY-'SHIP-SEAMEN 'S WAES-SHI BECOMINU NSA
WVORTHY BEFORE COMPLETION OF' voyAGEo-D)isoCARGE, OP~ SEA-
MEN-MRHN SHIPPING ACT (57-58 V&CT. c. 60), .i 158, 162.

T'he Olyiilpic t, 913) Il. 92. This was ail action by qeanmeu
for wages. The plaintiffs lhad beetn engaged for a voyage frouxi Soutaipton to New York mid other ports for a year. The dkiN
the vesse! left Southampton she camne into collision with aitîther
vesse! and bevaine miseaworthy sud had to put liaek for repairs,
and ou the following day the plaiutifsm were di4charged with
thirec dlays' pay. The plaintiffs elaimed that they wvere also
eiltitled uîider s. 162 of the Merelhants ,.-hippiing Act, 1894, to

ta further xiuui of a nionth's wagcs by way of eoiàupeiusatioti for
the danieges caused, themn by being discharged otherwise than iii
veeordance mith their agreement. The rnjority of the Court of
Appeal < Willianis sud Biuckley, L.JJ.), however, lield that
under 8. 158. by reasoil of "the wreck of the sliip.'' the services
(,f the plaintiffs had terminated, and that the>- were properly
t1is(h&arged with three dasys' pay nettuslly eariiec, Kennedy,ý
L.J., dismented and thought the plaintifs4 were entitled ta il
inunth 's pay in aidditio n as elainied.

1K ?~NT MANTE.XNC-XEESSRIE--R VERI )ARYINTERES'r
OP' INFANT IN REAL.ETT-CIItIL NAT ESTATE,

Iii r' Boehp't (191-3) 1 Ch. 385, la1 this viase ail infant ward
of Court, who was etitied to a revt'rsionîrv iinteremt in fee, and
muu without any ineans, applied to the eourt foi, authority to
charge bier reversionary iutere.-t, witbi iiiiiu to be advanel for
lier maintenance, sud that File niight, bts hound, on attaining lier
iajority, to ratify aud confirin the charge. Joyce, J., refuse?. tu

inake the order asked. and the' Court of Appeal (Buockley, and
E liHamilton, 1h.JJ.> aflirmce1 bi& tecixion. holding that In re Hiam-

iltu>i. 'i1 CliD. 291, and Cadmau v. Cad>uuuît, 33 Ch.D. 397, were
authorities biuding on the court, nifd thaut an estate of an infant
not in poitessiox couild iot hte charged ny the order of the' emurt
f'or the maintenance of the infant, l>eeausge sucli interests eiutiot.
he delivpred in exeecution. But it is p(mible that. what was asked
in this case might 4e doue iu Ontario: see 9 làdw. VIL. e. 47, M.

.32.


