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* RE VIEU WOF CURRENT EVGLLSH CASES.j (Registered in accordavice wtoil the C&pVright Act.)

PH1Z- COURT-SEIZU1IE 0F C»OGOS0OF ENEMY FIRM--G'OODS

SHIPPED BEFORiE OUTBREAK 0F WAR-SHARE 0F NEUTRAL

The A nglo-Mexican (1916) P. 112. This was a suit for con-
demn.ntion of a prize cargo. The goodts were shipped be-'ore the

j war to ani enemy firm, of which one of the inembers w&w a neutral.
This partner did nothing to prevent dé-livery of the cargo to the
eneniv firm., but allowed inatters to take their course, wit.houtq actively assisting to procure delivervN tu the firm after the warJ broke out. Evans. P.P.D., heid that the right of the neutral
partner to have his share of ihle proeeds of the sale of the cargo,
had flot heen lost; that whiie a British subjeet is hound not to doH anything which mighit amount to trading 'vith the eneiny, or toj have anN business intercourse with him, there is: no surh dutvý
uipoi a neutral, wvh, is entitled tu protection so .ong as he does
not, after war, aetively further or facilitate the (lverv of gools

to an enenmv firin.

I\IORTC.AGE-FOREC-LOSIUHE ACTION -DATE OF ACCRUER 0F RIGlIT

OF ACýTION '"OTHE!t FUTURE ESTATE OR INTERFST"-LEFASE,

OIF PhOPERTY I'RIOP l'O MIORTOAGE -RENT PAID I-, ADV ANCE-
BEmI, PRoiFRTV LiMITATION, ACT 1833 (3-1 W. 4, c, 27),

3.-iREAL 1PROPERTY LiNfIT.ATION ACT 1874 (37-38 VICT.

.. 57). ss. 1, 2, 3 -(R.S.O. c. 7,5, ss. (i ( 11 ), 20).J ilake *field and Pai n.qeýy Union Bank v. Yote., (1916) 1 C'h.
452. This was an action for foreciosure -And the questivon was

*vhIethici or no+ the plaint iffs were not barred by the Statute 0f

Limitations. The mortgaged land was at the date of the mort-
gage, 1 ý97, subject tu a leme foi- 21 vears froin Jul.i 20, 1896, and
tliv vyai-IN rent of £50 had been 1>aid i11 advance up ',. .lanuary
29, 1911. The property waws conv( yed in fcc to tL.e rortgagec suh-
1ect, to the lease to secure mnoneys payalhie on demand; iý nxo
paynient or ack'îowledgment haci been minde or given since
.july, 1903. Tie action was cormnenced on .lanuary 15, 1916.
The plaintiffs -lainied That the interest claimed wma "an estate
or interest in reversion or rerneinder, or other future estate or
interest " -xithin t~he ireaning 'if the Real Property 1Limita1ien A ci,
1833, s. 3 tsc %R.. ' 75 s. 6 (11»), and therefore the ti-ne for
hringing an action was not barr d by lapse of time, and


