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BILL OP SALZ-RG ISTATION -ASI N MENT 1EV IiLL OP SALE 0?r BlNSPIT OP1 litRSC

AND PURCHASE AORBRURNT.

1» Pe Isaacs0on, (T895) 1 Q.B. 333; 14 R. Feb., 245, by a bill
of sale of a piano the assignor also a'Rssîgned to the assignec the'
benefit of a hire and purchase agreement in reference to the
sarne piano. The bill of sale flot being registered it was con.
tended that it was void in toto; Lat the Court of Appeal (Lard
Esher, M.R., Lopes and Rigby, L.JJ.) held that the assignment
of the hire and purchase agreement was severable from the
assignment of the piano, and was valid, notwithstanding the bill
of sale of the piano was void.

MAINTRNANCF. OF su T-AcT-ION FO LE BL-CoMMON NhE.

In Alabaster v. Haritess, (1895) 1 Q.B. 339; 14 R. Feb. 258,
the Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and Lopes arid Rigby,
L.JJ.) have affirmed the judgment of Hawkins, J., (1894) 2 Q,13-
897 (noted ante P. 49).

PEROBATE-WELL. PEFEKRREI« TO E)OCEjM'ttNT NON-f.IXSENT-ColýICII..

D-urharn v. Northeit, (1895) P. 66, wvas a probate action
in which the question was whether a document referred to
iii a will, but flot then existing, could be incorporated in the
probate by reason of a codicil having been executed after the
document actually came into existence, and jeune, P., held that
it could not. The document in que3tion purported to be instruc.
tions to the executors. The testator by his will had given an
annuitY Of £,000 to his widow, and directed certain funds
to be set apart to securé the annuity which thev wn(ýild find
dinoted " by hilm. After his death a inemo, was found containîng
the words. "The stocks to be set aside to pHiy my wife the
£'3,000 per annum," followed by a list of sectirities the total in.
corne of which was stated to be 2 3,000, The earliest date which
could be assigned to this document was qfter the will, but before
the codicils. The learned judge, while conceding that if the
document had been referred to ini the will as an existent docu-
ment, it might, by the execution of the codicil, have been deemned
to be incorporated in the will by treating the wiIl as re.executed
as of the date of the codicil ; yet, as it was flot so referred to, the
case was governed by In re Reid, 38 L.J. (P. & M.) id and could
flot be deemed to be so incorporated.


