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DIGo-sT OF ENGLisrI LÂw IRUPORTS.

by 25 and 2U Vie. cap. 63>, sec. U5, whicIs makes
it the dssty of shipes mutualiy to assist each
other after a collision.-'fks lIannicsl, 2'/se
Qeea, iLaw ilsp. 2 Adio.,l & ee. ü5.

SATISFACTIONs.
G. cox-enanted witi the trustecs of the mas'-

rnage settiernent of bis daughter P., to pay
them £12.000, and an anuity of £500 for her
separate use, wiîlseut power of anticipation.
G. subsequently gis-e bis otiier daughter, L.,
£12,000 aiso. By wili, G. cbarged his real
estate wvith an anouity of £400 for the separate
use of P., and witli one of £1,000 for IL., and,
in a certain event, witis £1,500 each, additionai.
G. devised bis real estate, " charged witi the
four several anituities to bis daughters," and
bequcaflisd bis resi(luary personal estate, euh-
jeet to the' Pal ment of his debts. Ilrld, baiving
regard f0 thie tone of the tril, and tise direction
for the paymeet of debts, that P. was entiticrl
tte i £400 auuuaity, in addition to tbat nf £300,'
whicli sbe teook by flie scttlement.-Paget v.
Gtrrsfeii, Law Rep. 6 Eq. 7.

SCIPE FACI Sss-SC EXECUrsON.

SERtVANT. SL(e MASTER ANI) SERALiNT.

SnÂuREHoLnae.-&SeBNaKiurc, 2; COtýiPANT, 1-3

Exe eiTION.

SHELîax-'S CASE, RtL 1-e sx-Aaiogous Rule as te
Personail 1'ropecty.-Sce LEcAey.

SnwI.-Ce ADmuiP sî'rY; CRA RTEPR a'; COLLSION.

SLA NDFi.
Siauder. oui lhave heard wliat lias caused

the fal" 'ein certain shares) ; I m rean, the

rumour about lise South Eastern cliairinan
bas ing failed: " mneaning thereby thaf the
plaintbff liaid becoi insoirent. 1'iea, tliat de-
fendant nierant, and wa's inderstood te mea,su
tliat flicre 'ses a runlour to the above effect,
and not tliat tlie plaintiff liad beconse in.soivent,
es lu tlie inuendo alleged, and tliat it wsas truc

that thlrcs 's a el a rurnor. Jidd, tisat the
plea 's bad. Thie exis-tence of tise runior dod
flot justity ils rr'petition, the latter flot heing
shown to lic privileged, and tie trurli of the
rumor flot beiag pleaded- Watkh -v. iait,
Law Ra(p. 5 Q. B. 396l.

sSee Juoncsý.

SrPetîvîe PLRUS 115NCF.
1. Thc piaiisîiffs contraetedl f0 selS shares,

purebescd froro and registcred is tise naine of
C., to agents of tlie deteudant, wbosc naine was
gia es and insGrted iii the transfers froin C.
Tbese 'sere sent to hM, and wcre nef citer-
'wards furtlîening, and be paid the purchase
snoney; but niore titan a mnitli afterward lic
refused to lhave tbein registercd, saying tisa lie

bad beuglit for others, -%vitlinia a guarautee
tbat lie slîouId lic registered, and tisai lic lied
not authorized isis agents to give hie niarne as
transferee. A blli foc sp(oci6ec pes'foriiice was
filed, wlsjci wsas decrsed, altbougb an order lied
beeu made for winding up tise compeny since
tbe tling of the bill. Defetîdant was aiso or-
dered, in addition to the decrei, of Sttîsist,V.C.)
to give indetnnity for ail expenees wbihis nsight
be ineurredl by tihe piaiiiff in respect of tise
shcres net having been regiastes in tse naine
of tise former.-cie v. Iletisi, Lam, Rep.

SChi. 588.
2. A broker purehased shcres tsf tise laiutiff;

in a compaîîy subseqsîeutly -%osind up, for and
by order ot W. 13y tise usage of tise Stock
Exclhansge, the pureliaser's naisse was net dis-
closed to tise piaiîstiff usîitil tise next scttling
day, wlien flic broker, aie by orler of W.,
gaive fbe naine of G., tise defetîdant. Tise deeds
of trassfcr were made ont to G., hatîded to ii
for execution, kepf hy lins fr soîssc finie, and
finaiiy depositcd as aecurity for tise puseisase
rooney witls whsici hoc was debited. G. ex-
pre.se-il ne dissent f0 fisc vitidor, but oîsly te
WV. Specifie performsance 's deci-eed ageintie
Gx.-Selphcrd v. Gillespie, Law Rtep. 5 Eq. 293.

3. 1ipon tbe saie of a public bouse as a geiug
concerts, lune is of tise essence of tise coirract.
When, in iead of being able te procure e trans-
fer of tise lieîse in fivc days fi-oie the sinie of
sale, as tiey were bounit te, tise business goiîsg
on meanwlsile, fise vendors could only obtain
one, fer the defendaufs by a tmore ripeosivo
precess, avitb eonsiderable delty, and, citer a
snspension of tise business for te o or tfires
daî e, a decee for specilie performsance wae
refuised.-ZDey v. LuAkv, Law lsp. 5 Eq. 386.

4. Iu N,\ovemiber, 1861, S. agreed ie puiehase
froîi tise plaintiff the iiil propssly, isludiug
cottîtîges, in E. ; cli property lu E. to be fres-
iseld; " and verbally agresd te taRce c limited
titie. A cerresposidence 's s as-tied on for tho
pus-ho c of perfecfilsg the tifle fi Deceniber 12,
1864, when notice was sent te fisc plaintiff, fliat,
nies lie complicd witls certain requisitions,

witisin a week, S. wosslr require a perfect tille
te be made ouf witbhn five weeks, osr 'souid

abandon the bargain. A bll for specifse per-
formance 'sas fîled Assgtst 12, 1865. lid, tbaf
flic written contract aes net too amibigueus te
satisfy tise Statut e of Fraude, or te be enfoeed.;
fisat tlseie was ne culpabie deiay, as the finie

occupief in negotiations muet lie excludcd, and
tise notice of December 12 wae an admission of
as subeisfiîîg coufreef; thsaf tIse imited titis was
aot an objection, as defcudaut ladl netice,
agrecd tu it, and also had waived the point by

Novernber, 1868.] IV., N. S.-29i3


