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apparatus), being in tow of a tug which lad the sole eontrol of
the navigation, met T1he Devonshire, and the tug attempted to
cross ber bows; both the tug anid The Devonshire wPre in fault,
and Thf, Leslie collided with The DJevonshire and was damaged,
and from lier owners, the owners of The Le-slie elaimed. to recover
the fuil damages; the owners of the tag flot being parties to the
action. The owners of The Devonshire claiined that they were
only liable for a mnoiety. The mile invoked by the defendants
appiies, as their Lordships hold, as between two ships, both to
blame, and lias no appication to an innocent ship damaged by
collision through the feult of uther vesseis. Their lIordships algo
hold that The Leslie was not identiied with the tug, so as to bie
in any way prejudiced by its negligence, and on this point the
cases of '.horbgood v. Bryait, 8 C.B. 115; The Berninal, 13 App.
Cas. 1, and Vihe Drumlaitrig (1911) A.C. 16, aro discussed.
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HUNS.

Wlaiford v. Walford (1912) A.C, 658. This wae an appeal
on a soniewhat insignificant point, viz., from what date interest
on a demonstrative legacy begins to run where no tixne is flxed
for paynxent; but as the iegacy was fur £10,000 the aniount
involved was possihiy large, By the 'viii in question -the testator,
who wau entitied to a fund in reversion expectant on the death
of his father, appointed to hutu urider the wi]l of has xother,
subjeet to his father 's life interest, bequeathed to bis gister
£10 '.O0 to be paid ouit cf -the estate and effects inherited by himi
from. his mother. and the residlie of his estate inherited by hirr.
froin lis mother and of ail his estate and efteets then in his pos-
session lie gave to other persons. On the death of the father
the question was raised from what date the £1.0,0O0 carried
interest. The Corrt of Appeal hlid as no date was named for
paynient and no lirection express or implied postponing pay-
ment tili the cailing in of the reversionary ftind, it bore interest
one year from the testator's deafli (1912) 1 Ch. 219 (noted
ante vol. 48, p. 258) and thus decision was afflrnied by the House
of Lords (Lord Haldane, L.C., and Lords Halsbury, Ashbourne,
INaenaghten, anId Atkinaon).


