ﬁulterwnrlh:z

nrtmg itly Qﬁnlw

No. 4.

VOL. I WELLINGTON, N.Z.: APR!L 14,1925,
ANNUAL SUBSCRI?TION £-27I'?_16. "IN ADVANCE £:f;.f:.1 - [Registesed as a Newspapc: at the Gcng[d:()ﬁoe_ -
) CECIL W. WEBBER EONTENTS-_.
SOLICITOR, | _ | s e ey Sen
' Trustees. Executors. Attorneys. | Court’ Simmes 1111111111

BESWICK STREET, TIMARU, N.Z.

‘P.0. Box 208.

TELEPHONE Nos.:
Office, 1112,

A. A. MeNAB,
Barrister & Solieitor,
HIGH STREET BLENHEIM

Aﬁnounces that he has commenced
the Practice of his Profession at

the above address.

M. J. BURNS LLB.

" Barrister and Solieitor,

154-156 H_ereford Street,

CHRISTCHURCH.

(Established 1905.)

¢. M. ELLISON,

LAND AND ESTATE AGENT AND
~ VALUER.. -
' 6 PANAMA STREET,
(Govt. Life Insurance Bldgs.)
WELLINGTON.

Mortgages Arranged.

Telephone 1316 ] ’

Privato, 45m.

THE GUARDIAN TRUST AND
EXECUTORS COMPANY OF
NEW ZEALAND LIMITED

Established by Spet:sigl3 Act of Perliament,
: 1 L -

Assets under administration exceed
£2,250,G600. :

Board of Directors:
MR. V..J. LARNER, MR. J. H. UPTON
MRE. E. R. N. RUSSELL, MR. W. R.
WILSON, MR. A. B. ROBERTO?\Ir S
GEORGE ELLIOT, SIR J: AMES
COATEE, MR. P.H UPTON.

Manager:
J. M. BTOKES, F.ALR.

Solicitors: :
Those already acting for Testator

‘Settlor, or Retiring Trustee, as the .

case may be.
Merged in and Guarasnteed by }
The South British Insurance
Company Limited.
Assets exceed £2,400,600.

HEAD OFFICE:
QUEEN STREET :: ~ AUCKLAND.

Branches throughout New Zealand,

City Private Detective Agency.
PRINCIPAL: :

M. MASON,
 Ex-Detective Sergeant, N.Z. Police.

Cases of all descriptions undertaken.
OFFICE: _ )
208 LAMBTON QUAY WELLINGTON
“‘Aldous Bm]dingg,”' . _
Cable Address: “SEARCHER."*

- Lendon . Letter

" Protection of Accident PGhCIBB

We guarantee satisfaction: in con.nectmn with

Law Societies

Privy Council Decision

JUDGMENTS—
Filkington v, Platts

- (Commigsions of Inqmry)
. Earamea Co-optve Dairy v. Lineham
(Company) ... ieeemernninnnea 34 -
Jackson v. Jackson
(DIvOres) . iiiiiiincinnaannn
A.wood v, Thames Fisheties Ltd.
- (Fisheries) .. .uiiivrrieiriivea. 35
Munro . Commssmner of Ta.xes :
{Land & Income Tax) .......... 35
‘Wairarapa E.P. Board w. Govt. In-
surance Commnr :
(Reserves and other Lands, ete. -
Aet 1922 L. iiiaa e 36 :
Mayor of Wellington v.. Gommr Stamp
. Duties :
C(Stamp Daties) ...l 36
In te John Baldwiz ‘decd.
(Will) ... ..., e .36
Review ... ... . ... .. il 42

WANTED BY SOLICITOR -
WITH 7 YEARS experience of convey-
ancing, Common Law, Estate, and
general office work, position with D
legal firm. Write—

‘*SOLICITOR,*?

,Butterworth & Co. (Aust.) anted
ellington.

WELLINGTON CITY AND
SUBURES.

Owners of Property.
Attorneys.

Trustees.

Sohcxtors.

RICH ARD A. LARGE & CO
: : P.O. Box 954, .

WELLIN_GTON
Opposite G-.'P.O.' ’
Wﬂl Undertake— -

Valuations.

-Private Sales.
Auction Sales.
Rent Collecting,

~ Estate management,
"Ete. Ete. Ete.

1 Dbusiness” entruste& to na.




BUTTERWORTH’S  FORTNIGHTLY NOTES. April 14, 1025

Special Announcement Regardir
a

ENGLISH AND

HE Publishers are pleased to be able to announce thc pubhcatlon
I of Volume 1q, the next volume in numerical order, although

_ hardly two months have elapsed since the announcement of
Volume 18,

- This rate of progress, it is confidentl anticipated will henceforward
be meintained, as our arrangements have fever been so well in hand,
nor our organisation so perfccted as at the present time.

The volume now issued makes a total of ‘?kj;:.evérr published during 1924,
with nineteen volumes altogether in existence, and though the magni-
tude of the task renders it impossible for us ""«,‘_to forecast definite dates in

advance for each successive volume, subscri‘werc can rest assured that

no stone is being left unturned to hurry forward this great Work to its
conclusion.

BUTTERWORTH & COMFANY

(S S. BOND}.
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e Publication of the 19" Volume . .

MPIRE DIGEST

At the same time the Publishers, recognising the position that THE
ENGLISH AND EMPIRE DIGEST must 1nev1tab]y occupy in the -
legal library of the profession, reiterate thelr determination that nothing
shall be allowed to mar the exhaustiveness, the accuracy, or the com-
pleteness of what is undoubtedly an achievement without parallel in
“the hlstory of 1egal pubhshmg

It is hardly necessary, perhaps, here to dwell on the vast resources,
whether considered in terms of money, intellect, or time, which are
being expended on the ‘compilation of the Digest. Conc‘e’iﬁ’cd as only
great minds can conceive, planned ‘and carefully developed 'along each
stage by Publishers who have the wondérflil"expericr‘ce of “HALS-
BURY'S LAWS OF ENGLAND?™ to guide them, each volume as it
goes forth is proof of an inflexible resolve to create a work which will
rank on a far higher plane than any legal publication, and which may
truly merit the title— MONUMENTUM AERE PERENNIUS.”

Bell Yard, Ter mple Bar, London, | W.C.2
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J. S. BARTON'S

"~ THE N.Z.

COMPANY SECRETARY

THIS WORK CONTAINS

THE N.Z.LAW & THE PROCEDURE

For the Formatipn_ and Operation of a Limited
Liability Company _both Public and Private. The

Author has the advantage of a wide experience and

qualification in both Law and Accountancy ;
hence THIS BOOK ANSWERS THOSE
QUESTIONS ON COMPANY LAW A

PRACTITIONER IS FREQUENTLY ASKED

PRICE 25/-; Postage B8d.

BUTTERWORTH & €0. (Aust.) LINITED.
4951 BALLANCE ST, WELLINGTON.

" CASES PRINTED

PRIVY COUNCIL

AND

COURT OF APPEAL

We  are expert in printing cases for the Privy
Council and Court of Appeal.

| We know the special requirements of the
Courts in respect tc-this work, and can save
Practitioners all detail work in setting up the

cases.

|
iﬂ Warnes & Stephenson,

- LIMITED.

LAW PRINTERS,

127 Tory Street - Wellington

|
% (Pﬁn_ters of “Butterworth’s Fortnighly thés")
|

TWO IMPORTANT PHASES OF INSURANCE LAW.

ACCIDENT

Weliord’s

Accident Insurance

by
A, W. BAKER WELFORD
1923 '

The subject is dealt with in a thoroughly practical

manucr, speeial attention being devoted to the prin-

ciples of the law of megligence, the law of driving

aceidents, onus of proof, coupon and newspaper ia-
suranece, ete.

Price 40/-

FIRE

“Welford

and

B Otter-Barry's

‘Fire Insurance

by
A. W. BAKER WELFORD
and
W..W. OTTER-BARRY
Second Edition, 1921

l —

A detailed and clearly expressed treaiment of the
subject with all English, Scottish and Irish reported
cases cited.

Price 50/-.

: ButterWO-rth & Co. (Aust.)g. Limited

4951 Ballance Street,

Wellington.
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Butterworth’s

Fortnightly Motes.

TUESDAY, APRIL 14, 1935,

Court. Sittihgs fof 1925.

COURT OF APPEAL.

THE 2nd DIVISION.
Sits at Wellington on Monday, 16th Mareh, at 11 a.m.,
and on Tuesday, 29th September, at 11 am.

THE 1st DIVISION. )
Sits at Wellington on Moxnday, 20th Juge, at 11 s.m.

’ SUPREME COURT.
AUCELAND,
At 10 a.m. on Tuesday, 3rd February; Tuesday, 5tk May;
Tuesday, 28th July; Tuebday, 27th October,

HAMILTON. o
At 10 am. on Tuesday, 24th February; Tuesday, Sth
June; Tuesday, 15{: September, Tuesday %4tk November.

'NEW PLYMOUTH,
At 1030 am. on Tuesday, 17th February; Tuesday, 16th
May; Tuesday, 1ith August Tuesday, 241:}1 Nevember.

G1SBOENE..
At 1030 am. on Monda.v 9th March; Monday, l5th
June; Maonday, 24th August Monday, 16th November.

WANGANUL
© At 10.30 am. on Tuesdav 10th February; Tuesday, 12th
May; Tuesday, 18th Aucrust Tuesday, 17th November.

PALMERSTON NORTH. o
At 10.30 a.m. on Tuesday, 3rd February; Tuvesday, 5tk
May; Tuesday, 4th Aungust; Tuesday, 10th November.

WELLINGTON.
At 1030 a.m. on Tuesday, 3rd Febreary; Tuesday 5th
May; Tuesday, 98*11 July; Tuesday, 27th October.

NAFIER. :
At 10.30 a.m. on Tuesday, 24th February; Tuesday, 9th
. June; Tuesday, 18th A_ugust; Tuesday, 10th November.

MASTERTON. _
At 1020 am. on Tuesday, 10tk March; Tucsday, 8th
September. i

NELSON.
At 10.30 a.m, on Tuesday,. 2 4th February, Tues&ay, 16th
June; Tuesdwy, "ch.h November.

BELENHEIM.

At 10.30 am. on Tuesday, 17th February; Tuesday, 9th

June; Tuesday, 17th November.
CHRISTCHURCH.

At 10.30 aan. on Tuesday, IUth February Tnesdav, 12th

May; Tuesday, 18th August; Tuesday, 17th Novemoer

TIMARU.

At 10.3¢ a.m. on Tuesday, 3rd Februa.ry, Tyuesday, 5th
May; Tuesday, 11th August; Tuesday, 10th November.

HOEITTKA.
At 10.30 a.m. on Wednesday, 4th March; Wednesday,
17th June; Wednesday, 16th Septembex

GREYMOUTH.
T At 1030 am, on Wednesday, 4th March Wednesday,
17th June; Wednesday, 16th September.

WESTPORT e
At 10,30 a.m. on Wednesday, 4th Mareh; Wednesda.y,
17th  June; Wednesday, 16th September.

DUNEDIN. -
At 10.30 am. on Tuesday, 10th February; Tuesda.v Sth
May; Tuesday, 4th August Tuesday, 3rd N ovember

INVERCARGILL.
‘At 10.30 am. on Tuesday, 24th February; Tuesday, 10th
May; Tueaday, lSth Angust, Tuesday, 17th Noveuber

OAMARU. -
At 10 am. on Wednes&ay, 4th I‘e:v'uary, Wednesday, -
2nd September. '

COURT OF ARBITRATION.

"The foilowing are the appointed sittings of this court— -
WELLINGTON—19th March.
AUCKLAND—20th Aprii, at 10 a.m.
WANGANUI—31st March, at 10 a.m.
PALMERSTON NORTH—2nd April, at 2.15 p.m.
NAPIER—4th and #th Apri), at 10 am.

BAX KRUPTCY

The Supreme Court will sit in Bankruptey as under——
AT CKLAND-—*Merch 27. :
HAMILTON-—June 9, at 10 a.m.
WELLINGTON—May 4, at 10 a.m.
CHRISTCHURCH—May 11, at 10.15 a.m.
DUNEDIN—May 4, a$ 31 a.m, -

INVERC &RG‘ILL‘““""u.J-}' 19. -

' BASTER VACATION.

Thursday, Oth Aprxl to Sa.turday, 18th Apnl Bdth in-
cluswe

- BENCH AND BAR

Mr. BE. T Andelson who for the last ﬁxe years has held
the position of Managmg Clerk to Messrs. Adams Bros., has
entered into partmership with Mr. H. H. Walker, Sohcxtor,.
Punedin. Mr. Anderson’s earlier training was obtained. in

‘the office of the old established firm of Sievwright, James-

& Nichol. He is an active member of the D\medm Retourned
Soldiers’ Association.

It is announced that Mr. John Terry, who has been Regis-
trar of the Supreme Court at Auckland since June, 1922, is to
retire on the 31st March inst., and that he will be sueceeded |
in that office by Mr. C. J. Hewlett.: Mr. Eewlett, since 1922,
has held the position of Clerk of the Magmtrate s Court at
Auckiand, where his efficiency: and kindliness have gained .
him & wide popularity. He will carry’ with- him the best
wishes of the profession in Auek'®nd in his new office.

Mr. A. 8. Scott and Mr, J. A. Ross, both of Wellington,
solicitors, have amalgamated their practu ¢s and will now "
practice under the style of beott and Ross.

Law Societies.
EA.WKE’S BAY

The Annual General Meetmv of the Law Society of ‘the
District of Hawke’s Bay took place .in Napler on -Monday,
16tk March, the following officers being élected for the en-

_ suing year: President, Mr. E. M. Sladden; Vicé-President,

Mr. Ceeil Duff: Cu:lﬂ.ﬂll “\Icasrs A B Campbeﬂ E.J. W.
Hallett, H. Holderness, A.. E. Lawry, H: B, Lusk and T. B..
Mc\exl Delegate to CDU.D.CL]. of NZ. Law Soeletv Mr. H.

B Lusk.




P e R B R LR

- i

24 - BUTTERWORTH'S FORTNIGHTLY NOTES.

April 14, 1025

Lo any user of paper quality is
desirable— - ' o
To the professional man il is

essential.

Alo other brand offers so much quality

at so little cost as does "erxley. >

Ask your printer or stationer for samples_
of -
COLNE VALLEY PARCHMENT

“Made at Croxley” by

JOHN DICKINSON & Co. LTD.

'SUPREME COURT.

Herdman, J. Dec. 10, 1924; Mar. 13, 1925.
L Hamilton.

PILKINGTON v. PLATTS AND OTHERS

Commissions of Inguiry Act—Citation—Form Tnecessary —
© Service of. )

On 12th February 1924 Mr. Platts, 8.M., and Messrs Baker
and Adams were appointed. 2 Comimission under ¢ The Com-
missions of Inguiry Act 1908°’ to held an inguiry into whe-
ther a certain Road Board District should be abolished and
cther ineidental matters. ‘The plaintiffs and others had pet-
itioned His Exeellency the Governor-General on the matter.

The petifioners were responsible for the creation of the Com- .

mission. The Commission sat at Hamilton on the 17th Mareh
but the petitioners.refused to appear and give evidence as
they objected to one of the members of the Commission sit-
ting on the ground that he would be biassed. The Commis-
sion adjourned for one day and the petitioners® solicitor who
was present but whe did not appear for them at the hearing
was told that the petitioners’ presemee was required. The
next day the petitioners still refrained from appearing. Prior
to ditting -on the -17th the petitioners’ solicitors had been
served with a znotice in the following words:
f‘re Mangawara River Board.
that the Mangawara River District Enguiry will be
keld at the Courthouse Hamilton or Monday the 18th
of March 1924 commencing at 2.30 p.n. F. W. Platts,
Stipendiary Magistrate.”’ :
On the 18tk March on the applieation of persoms who had
counter-petitioned the Board fixed costs and eéxpenses for
thém and for the Mangawara River Board and ordered ‘the
petitioners to pay these costs.

‘Ostler for plainfiﬂ?s.
. N, 8. Johnston for River Board.
Northeroft for other defendants.. -

Please take notice

HERDMAXN J. in dealing with the plaintiff’s submission

-~ that they had not been cited within Sec. 11 of the Commis-

sions of Inquiry Act 1908 held that the notice above referrdd
to was a sufficient compliance with the Act as it had begn
served on the firm of solicitors who had aeted for the peti-
tioners. The learned Judge said that so long as there is a
notice to a party to appear he thought that that was suffie-

“dent. He added that the doeument might have been im-

proved npoen but for the pirpeses of the statute it was a good

~enough’ citation. On the submission that the notiee should

have been served on the petitioners personally the learned
Judge said the principle stated in The Queen v. Justices of
Oxfordshire 1893 2 Q.B. 149 at 153 did not apply. In that
case there was special provision that a notice in writing
should be served -on the othur party but in this case the -

statute is silent about the method of serving the citation.

Bolicitors for plaintiffs: Swarbrick & Swarbrick, Hamilfon.

Solicitors for River Board: Bell & Johnston, Hamilton.

Solieitors for other defendants: Barl Kent Massey & North
croft, Auckland. )

Mar. 6, 20, 1995.
 Wellington.

EARAMEA CO-OPERATIVE DATRY FACTORY GO.
LTD. v. LINEHAM.

Stonf, C..j' .

Company—FPower to take Sha.r% in another compaﬁym-Ship
owner—Meaning of. -

Originating Summons to determine whether the plaintiff
company has power to take, and to apply its funds or any
part or parts thercof in payment of shares in a company
incorperated under ‘‘The Companies’ Aet, 15087 and forme
prineipally for the following objects:— -

{a) To ecarry on in the Dominion of New Zealand
and particularly between the ports of Karamen and
Little Wanganui and other Ports of the said Dominion

- the bhusiness of shipowrers and shippers, barge owners,
Lighters, carriers by land and by water, forwarding
agents, warehousemen, wharfingers, deckowners, har-
bour masters, merchants, traders, importers, and ex-
porters of all kinds of goods, purveyors, underwriters
and insurers of ships, merchzndise, goods, freight and
other property and of dealers in articles, goods and

- chattels of ¢very kind. :

() To purchase, charter, hire, build or otherwise
acquire one or more steam and other ships or vessels
suitable for working the Karamea. and Little Wanga-
nui Harbours with all equipments and furniture re-
quisites for same-and to employ the same in the com-
veyance of passengers, mails, produce, merchandise and
goods’ of all kinds between ports in the Dominion of

. New Zealand.

. The paragrapbs in the Articles of Assoelation of the Plain-
tiff Company dealing with shipping are Articles (I}, (L),
and (¥}, which are as follows:—

{I} To enter into partaership or into any arrange-
ment for sharing profits, union of interests, e¢c-opera-
tiom, joint adventure, reciprocal conversion or other-
wise with any person, persens, company, companies
carrying on or engaged in or about any business or
transaction which this Company is suthorised to-earry
on or engage in or.conduct so as directly or indirectly
to benefit this Company.

(L) To purchase, charter, hire, or otherwise acquire
a vessel suitable.for working the Karamea Bar and
Harbour together with the requisite equipment for the
sarae. -

(P) To carry on the business of a ship-owner in all.
its branches with respect to the said vessel or substi-
tuted vessel but to trade therewith between ports in
New Zealand only.. .

The Company had for some time a vessel of its owm, but
it- had decided -if able to do so to take sharcs in a new

" Company formed. to provide shipping to Karames and other

places.

~Kennedy for plaintiff.
O*Began for defendant. _

STOUT C.J. said: “*Tt is admitted that the Company could
buy a vessel, or charter or hire a vessel but it is said under
(L) that the power to act is limited to these methods of
obtaining shipping faeilities. The powers under (P) appear
to be very wide. They authorise the Company to carry.on
the business of a ship-owner im all its branches.. -~
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‘A ship-owner does not mean the sole owner of a vessel
The owning of ships is oftes meguired by combination with
others. And it has been common to hold so many shares in
a vessel. Can it be seid, then, that it is only us “sole owner
that the Company can acquire an interest as shlp owner? It
has to be. noted that ships are usually held in shares—64
shares—and are transferred in that way. There is, more-
over, in these Articles, paragraph (I), quotcd abme which
ailows partmership or arrangement OT co- aperation.

‘Tt appears to me, readmg paragraph (I) along with para-
graphs (L) .and (P) that there is power te take shares in
this new company for it is really a partuership, a ¢o-opera-
tion to earry out the objeets of the Company, mamely, to
provide skipping facilities so that the goods of the Company
may be properly disposed of.

**I am therefore of opinien that these articles taken to-
gether are muthority to join with other persons or companiés
in obtaining shipping for the disposal of the company’s
goods. The shipping, however, must be limited to New Zea-
and and consequentl‘w‘ the shares taken in a shipping com-
pany must be in = company that can trade only in New
Zcﬂan& and that has tradmg to Karamea as one of- its ob-
jects.’

Solicitors for p]&lntlﬁ' Luke & Kennedy, We]hngton
E;ohmtor for dufe\ndant P J. O°'Regan, Wellington.

Feb. 19, Mar. 13, 1925,
" Christehurch.

Adawms, J.

C JACKBON v. JTACKSON.

- Divorce—Restitution—* ‘ Sincerity”—Requirements in letter
asking respondent to return.

- Petition for order for restitution of con;uml rights, pctl-
tioner being the husband,

Cunningham for petitioner.
Mccar“hy-for respondent,

AD%\IS J. held or the facts that the petitioner had znot
satisfied him of his sincerity within the mcaning of Morris
V. Morris 1924 G.L.R. 482 and ke made the followi ing obser-
vations of interest with regard to the advisableness of the
petitioner in his Ietter asking his wife to return to him
giving a definite address for her to come to.  The learned

Judge said: “*Down to the date of hearing the petitisner had .

taken mo steps to provide a home, or to supply an address
at whieh his wife could jein him. If a decree were now
made the respondent could not obey it, untess, and until, the
petiticner made the necessary arrangements. I observe that
in Browne and Watt’s book on divorce ninth cdifion page

303 it is =aid that when the demand for cohabitation is made -

by & hugband it should give the address where he doesires his
wife to ¢ome to him, and that when made by a wife, if she
is still residing at the matrimonial home ,she should ask her
nusband to returr home; if otherwise, she should ask him to
receive her where he is living at the time, or that he will
inform her at what address he is willing to reeeive her. No
authority is eited for that, but it is probably founded upon
the practice of the 1’kglstrars under Divorce Bule 170 (Eng-
ligh), which is in similar tcrms to our Rule 7.  That prae-
tice has not heen followed in New Zealand, but there is
much to be said in favour of it. In my opinion the Regis-
trar, when deeiding under Rule 7 whether a petitioner has
given a reasomable opportunity for compliance with the de-
mand, cught to take into consideration the guestion whether

there is an address known o the person on whom the demand -

is made, where complianee is made.’’
>

Solicitors for potitioner: Cunningham & Taylor, Christ-
church.
Bolicitors for respon_dent: McCarthy & Inder, Christchuren.

Herdman, J. March 26, 1925.

. Auckland.
ATWOOD v. THE THAMES FISHERTES LTD.

1 . )
Fisheries—TFisheries Act 1908 Sec, 5—-Regula.tions,_ N.2. Gaz-
ette 11.11.1915--‘Have jn posession schnapper of a less

weight than twelve ounces avoxrdupms” — Megning of .

‘‘Have in possession.”’’

The information alleged that the defendant compan.'y,.' in

breach of the regulations made under paragraphs (j) and

(k) of Sec. 5 of the Fisheries Act 1008, did have in itg p'os'.-
session schnapper of a less weight than twelve ounces avoir-

" dupois. The faets were as follows: Oz the 26th Aungust, at -

2 p.m., & Police Officer found a quantity of about 5 or 6 ewt. -
of schnapper on tke floor of the defendant’s depot at Thames.
Amongst’ such schnapper, there were some 210 of a less
weight than 12 ounces each. The fish ir question had been
delivered by~ a fisherman to the defendants? carrier between
the hours of 2 am. and 4 s.m. on the same day, and had
been thereupon taken by the carrier to the defendant’s depot
where they were weighed.” The fish were thén sorted, and
the undersized ones were ‘put aside with certain unsaleable -
fish as rejects. After this sorting had been completed at”
abount fi a.m. the rejects were weighed and their weight was
deducted from the total weight of fish supplicd by the fisk- -

erman, ard payment was arrangeé upon the basis of the net” -

w elght The rejected fish were left on the floor of the depot,
and in aceordance with praetice, would be disposed of with
the offal at the end of the day.
the information upon the grounds that the regulations should
be interpreted reasonably Baving regard to all the cireum-
stanees, that the words “lave in possession’? should be.con- :
strued as being ‘‘ejusdem gomeris? with the preceding words

in the seetion, and that wpon these grounds there was mot. .
in the circumstances a sutficient ‘‘possession’” to JuStlfV g

econvietion. .

" Paterson for appellant: We contend that the undersized
fish were in fact in the physical possession. of the defendant
company, and that the words ‘‘have in possession’” must be”
given a popular as opposed to a technical meaning. Refer-
ence is made to Webb v. Baker {1016) 2 X.B. 753. A geperal’
rzle of comstruction may be quoted from Att-Gen. of On-
tario v, Mercer (1883) 8 App. Cus, 767, 778; and it is con-
tended that the ‘‘ejusdem generis’’ rale cannot be applied
in this case: Halsbury’s Laws of England, Vol. 27, p.. 143,
parts. 270, 271; Craies, Statute Law, 3rd ed: p. 164; Hedbe(rg

S, Wooclhall STa,s L.R. 66: 15 C.L.R. 531.

Garland for respondent: The interpretztion of the words
““have in possession’’ in a broad and popalar sense will Iead .
to absurdities. The words must be read as being in a manner
eontrolled by the preceding words. The ‘fejusdem generis’’
prizciple appiies. All the previous words in the section refer
to such dealings as would imply that a profit was to be made
out of the undersized fish. See Maxwell, Interpretation of
Statutes, 6th ed. p. 409: Simpson v. Unwin: 3 B. and Ad. 134.
There- should be no finding of possession unless and until. -
the defendant eompany has had a reasozable opportumty of
gettlug rid of the thmgs in question.

HERDMAN J. (orauv} held that tke och:et: uuderlymg
the legisiation in guestion was to be taken into consideration
in eonstruing the language of the Aet; the words ‘“have in
possession’” were not general words: nor were general words

nsed in the section after a series of special words. - The doe- -

trine of ‘‘ejusdem gemeris’’ could not be applied. - The
phrase ‘“‘have in possession’’ should be construed in its prim-
ary senge unless there was something in the subject matter
or context of the section to warrant a departure from sueh
a principle. The undersized fish were in fact in the pos-
session of the defemdant company, and that constituted a
breach of the regnlations made under the section, The ap-
peal would therefore be allowed and the case sent ‘back to
the Magastrate to. 1mpose a fme

Solicitors for appellant Meredu:h & Paterson, Auckland.
Holicitor for respondent: C. J. Garland, Thames. -

Stout, C.T. Mar.. 5, 20, 1925,

Wellington.
MUNRO v.. COMMISSIONER OF TAXES.

Land and Income Tax Act—Income—Deductions—Goodwill
of unexplred portxon of purcha.sed lease-—Goodwill of bns-
mess.

Apphcat'ion' by way of case stated under See. 33 of the
Land and Income Tax Avt 1916, The appellant objected.fo -
the Commissioner’s not allowing him to deduet goodwill in' -
Tespeet of the purchase of a lease and ficense of a.public
house. He purchased the lease, license, goodwill and furei-

ture of the New Zealander hotel on 27th-July 1921. He made .

his return for year ending 31st March 1821 and in his appesl
states his conteantion thus: ‘‘The appellant claims that the
whole .of the amount of £5000 paid as such consideration: or
in the alternative the whele amount paid as consideration for‘_'_
gooamll Of lease a.nd/or goodmll of busmess dunng the un-

The Magistrate dismissed = -
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expired term of the lease and a fair allowance for depreela-

tion of the value of the said furniture was expenditure ex-

clasively incurred throughout the urexpired term of the lease

purchased by the appellant in the production of the assess-

able income derived from the busimess of the hotel pur-
- ehased.”” . - : .

Levi for appellant.
Fair for respondent.

(BTOUT J. distinguished the following deeisions relied on
by the appeilant, The West Lunodon Syndicate Ltd. v. The
-‘Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 1898 2 Q.B. 507; Reid’s

Brewery Ltd. v. Bruce 1915 A.C. 433; Smith v, Lion Brew-
ery Co. 1911 A.C. 150, and following and applying In the
City of London Contract Corporation Ltd. v. Styles, 2 Tax
- Cas. 239; Celtness. Iron Co, v. Blank 6 A.C. 315; Ward and

Co. Ltd. v. Commissioner of Taxes 1923 A.C. 145, dismissed
the appeal.

Solicitors for appellant: Wilford, Levi & Ja,cksoﬁ, Wel-
lington, . o .
Bolicitors for Respondent: Crown Law Office, Wellington.

Stout, C.T. Mar. 10, 18, 1925,

‘Wellington.

. WAIRARAPA ELECTRIC POWER BOARD v. GOVERN-
- - MENT INSURANCE COMMISSIONER. i

*  Reserves and Other Lands Disposal and Public Bodies Em-
- . powering Act 1922--Section 82~Local Bodies Loans Act
1913—Section 18—Board's power to expend money raised
though not expressly authorised—Effect on Sec, 18,

Originating Summons to detcrmine the meaning of Seetion
82 of The Reserves and Other Lands Dispesal and Public
"Bodies Empowering Act 1922, The section reads as follows:

f“Whereas the Wairarapa Eleetric Power Board was
on the twenty.seventh day of ‘April ninetcen hundred
and twenty-one, duly authorised by the ratepayers of
the Wairarapa Electric Power District to ralse a loan
of two hundred and sixty thousand pounds for eertain
purposes set. out in the proposal submitted tc such
ratepayers: And whereas it is expedient that the Beard
should be authorised to expend any part or parts of
the loan-moneys borrowed or to be borrowed in respect
of the said ican in such manmer as will also provide
for the construction of hydro-generating works iz ad-
dition to the transmission and distribution of electric
energy: Be it therefore enacted as follows:—

ftNotwithstanding anything to the contrary in the
Local Bodies Loans Act 1913, or in any other Aet, it
shall be lawful for the said Board to expend from
time to time the whole or any part or parts of the sums
borrowed or to be borrowed in respect of the said
loan, in such manner as the Board may decide, upon
works, buildings, land, and equipment necessary.in
connection with the generation, distribution, and util-
isation of electric cmergy, instead of in the manner
provided in the allocation set forth im the proposal to
bortow such moneys submitied to the ratpayers of the
distriet.””’ :

The plaintiff had been duly authorised to raise a loan -of
£260,000 under the provisions of the Loeal Bodies Loans Aet
1913. The loan was raised.

T. F. Martin for Power Board. :
C. H. Treadwell for Government Insuranee Commissioner.

STOUT C.J. said the section allowed the Board to spend
some of the loan in the extension of hydro generating works.
He added: :

. #¢Tt does not discharge or =zlter the provision in Seeticn
18 of the Local Bodies Loans Aet 1913, whick reads:—

f6(1). If the amouni of any loan autkorised to be

raised under this Act or under any former Act relating

to local bodies’ loans is found insuificient to complete

the undertaking in respect of which it was raised, the

local authority may, for the purpose of completing the

undertaking, borrow from the same or any other lend-

er a further sum not being greater than one-fenth of

the amount originally authorised by the ratepayers,

and in zny such case it shall not be necessary to give

any notiee to or izke a further poll of the ratepayers.

Brewery Co. Ltd. v. Male 1851 2 Q.B. 1; Ushers Wiltshire

“9(2). A special rate shall be made by the loeal

authority as security for-the interest and other charges
in respect of such further loan, and suchk special rate
-may be levied as a part of or ir addition to tke special
rate made and levied im respect of the original loan.”’
f*The fact that Section 32 allows the Board to expend part
of the sum 56 raised om works connected with the works,
though not expressly authorised by the loan, cannot affect
the power given by Section 18. There are two separate and
distinet powers and the granting of the wide powers appear-
ing in Seciion 82 does not in my opinion repeal the powers
given by Section 18.77

Solieitors for plaintiff: Martin & Mérﬁn, Wellington.
Bolicitors for defendant: Treadwell & Sons, Wellington.

Stout, C.J. Mar. 3, 18, 1925.

Wellington.

MAYOR AND CTHERS OF CITY OF WELLINGTON v.
COMMIBSIONER OF STAMP DUTIES.

Stamp Duties—Memorandum of transfer—Instrument dedi-
cating highway—Sec. 81 of Act of 1923—Sec. 168 (2c.—
‘Whether liable to duty as deed—Whether conveyance duty.

Appesl in pursnance of Secs. 38 and 39 of The Stamp Dut-
ies Act 1923 against the contention of the Commissioner that
a memorandum of transfer under the Land Transfer Act al-
though ‘‘ar . instrument of dedication of highway'’ within
Bec. 81 of the Stamp Duties Aet 1923, was liable fo stamp

~duty under Sec. 168 of the Act, to a duty of 12s. 6d.

0’Shea for appellant.
Fair for respondent.

STOUT C.J. after reciting Sec. 168 of the szid Aet held
that unless the transfer came within the exemption Sec. 168
(2) (e} ““Any deed charged with ary other stamp duty’’

it was not exempt. He said:-

‘“Is then, this Memorandum of Transfer charged with any
other stamp duty? In my opinion it is not for Section 81
expressly exempts it. There is ne other sub-section save (c)
under whick an exemption can be claimed. No doubt it seems .
peculiar that in transfers of land to carry out a gift for
public benefit stamp duty should be charged. If it had been
a transfer of land for an ordinary road it would mo doubt
have been exempt but the transfer is for a public street and
a publie street is not owned by the Crown.

“‘The exemptions in Section 81 are exemptions from ‘con-
veyance duty.’ This duty ucder Section 168, though in
reality it is -duty chargeable on the dedication of a high-
way, is not what is called in the Aet conveyanee duty. It
is & deed duty. The insertion of- the. word ‘conveyance’
before duty in Beetien' 81, in my opimion, Iimits the. opeta-
tion of the Section.

‘‘Bection 16 of The Stamp Duties’ Amerndment Act 1924,
if it can be looked at and cinsidered, bears out the inter-
pretation of Section 168 I have suggested as being the frue
interpretation. ‘It was -contended that there must be clear
and express words to impose a tax and that the assumption
of the legislature that a certain rule is law will not make it
law in the absence of an express enacting clause. This is .
true. But this amending Section is to modify the previous
law to lessen the existing taxation and the guestion is, Is
there any instrument charged with duty under Section 168
which is exempted from deed duty?. In my opinion there is.
Section 168.dees charge s new kind of duty not a con-
veyance -duty and hence Section 16 is operative. The appeal
must therefore in my opinion be dismissed. The ease is-a
small one and will be for the guidance of the Commissioner

and loeal bodies and does not seem to be one for =osts.

Solieitors for appellant: City Solicitor, Wellington.
Soliciters for zespondent: Crown Law Office, Wellington.

MactGregor, J. Feb. 18, Mar. 6, 1925,

Wanganui.
IN RE JOHN BALDWIN DECD.
BALDWIN v. BALDWIN.

Will—Person of . unsound mind—Capital estate—Income—
‘Which applicable for her maintenance—'‘As it may be
required’’—Mesning of. '

Originating Summons to determine inter alia what the
true meaning was of the words ‘‘as it may be required?”’
appearing -in the codicil of John Beldwin' deceased. The
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relevant portion of the codieil read zs follows: :

‘I revoke the bequest in my seid will of all my es-
tate and interest in the estate of my deceased wife
tke Jate Elizabeth Baldwin in so far as such bequest
affeets my interest in the land known at Rotomapua
-Bections 7 and 8 Block 9 Wangachu Survey Distriet
and containing fifty-six aeres and in lieuw thercof I
give devise and bequeath the same £o my wife Rubina
May Baldwin for ber life and from and after her
death for my daughters Betsy Margaret Cameron Bald-
win and Margery May Camcron Baldwin as tenants
in common in equal shares. :

‘“And T also revoke such bequest in so far ag it
affects the rent of one hundred acres from my share

" or interest in the said estate of the said Elizabeth
Baldwin I direct my trustees to use such rent as it
may be required in and towards the maintenance and
support of my daunghter Sarah Comeron Baldwin dur-
ing her lifetime and from and after her death then
I-direct that my interest in the said area of one hua-
dred acres shall revert to my said son Charles Cam-
eron Baldwin as in my said will provided.?” .

The testator’s daughter Sarah Cameron Baldwin had for
some years been on inmate in = mental hospital and she was

entitled absolutely to an estate of about £3600 in ecapital .

value from which was derived an-imcome of ‘over £300 annu-
ally, This was more than encugh to provide for her mainten-
ance and support. .

Watt for plaintiffs.

Craig for defendant Charles Cameron Baldwin.
Eelly for Public Trustee.

- M=acGREGOR J. said: ““The question has arisen whather
the trustees of the festator are now bound in terms of the
codieil to use the ‘rent of ome hurdred acres’ referred to

therein for the maintenance and support of Miss Baldwin,

despite the faet that the income of ber own estate is more
than suffieient for her present maintenance and support. In
my opinion they are so hound. It is distinctly laid down in
In re Weaver (21 Ch.D. 615) that where a lunatic has pro-
perty to which he is entitled for life under o settlement, as
well as property to which ho is. absolutely entitled, the
Court will apply the life intercst in the first place towards
his maintenance, unless the trustees of the settled property
have sn absolute diseretion whether or mot to employ the

whole or any part of the income for.the lunatic’s benefit.

As was said by Jessel M.E. in that case (p. 618): ‘The rule
is applicable that the lunatic’s property mast be applied
as appears to the Court to he most for her benefit. It is
clear that it is best for her that her maintenance should be
provided out of her life interest, for if she should recover
she will have the benefit of what belongs to her absolutely.’

‘I think that the principle underlying Weaver’s Case
must’ govern the present one, and accordingly that the
trustees are bound, as dirceted by the cedicil, to use the
rent referred to in and Yowards the maintenance and support
of Barak Cameron Baldwin., Theé use of the words ‘as it may
be required’ does not appear to me to present any real dif-
fienlty in this conneetion. They might indced fairly be con-
strned (or expanded) as meaning ‘or.so much thereof as may
from time to time be required’ for the meaintenance and sup-

port of the daughter in guestion. In my judgment the clause

of the codicil now under considcration contains g clear dirce-
tion to the trustees themselves fo apply tke rent of one hun-
dred acres ir and towards the mainicnante and support of
the testator’s daughter; and I answer the second gquestion
aceordingly.’” :

Soi.icitoré for the plajntiffs: ‘Watt & Blennerhassett, Wan-
ganui. : : :

Bolieitor for the defendant C. C. Baldwin: L. Cralg, Wan-
ganui.

Solicitor for Public. Trustee: Solicitor to the Public Trust -

Office, Wellington.

8.M. COTRT, AUCKLAND.

‘“When my jurisdiction is challenged, I should be very
loath to do anything that might appear to be snatching at
jurisdiction.”’ . )

Same Court next day, but a different S.M.:

‘“When the Court’s jurisdiction is challenged, I must re-
quire the most urequivoeal evidence to show that it is ex-
cluded.”?

The solicitor against whom these two rulings were given
is now wondering whether his persuasive eloguence would not
be better employed if he confined his energies to jury prac-
tice, . U . '

The Single 'ﬂuﬁiga_mmt-%gztem. -
. by :

o

M. d. Gresson, Esq.

- A correspondent in a recent number of ‘*The Lav{v
Quarterly Review’ ecites with approval the follow-.

ing passage from a judgment of Lord Wrenbury in

a case in the House of Lords:

1 find myself in agreement with the judg-
ment delivered by the Lord Chief Justice. In
this ultimate Court of Appeal no useful pur-
pose would -be served by my repeating: at
length the reasoning of that judgment even
though 1 added as I could add some further -
reasoning leading to the same conclusion.””

Upon this passage he bases a plea for a single
judgment system in Courts of ultimiate resort and
eulogises the present method which prevails in the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Couneil. :

It is submitted that in these days of judicial over-.

work such a system might with advantage be'adopt-
ed in our own Court of Appeal. That it is praetic-
zble in cases where the Court is unanimous is shown
by the fact that at present the decision of the Court
often is delivered by a single Judege on behalf of
himself and his brethren. In the event of the judg’
ment not being unanimous provision might be made
for the delivery of one dissentient judgment so that -
both views should be on record in the event of an
appeal to the Privy Couneil. . S
The adoption of such a system would bring with
it three material advantages. First: it would
greatly lichten the labours of the Judges—a consum-
mation devoutly to be wished in present times. Sec-
ondly it would do something to lessen the ever in-
creasing bulk of the Law Reports—a result which
would delight every practitionsr who keeps his own -
library and is faced with the difficulty which each’
year grows more.acute of finding space upon his

shelves. Annually at the present time he-must find = !

room for nine volumes of Law Reports if the New
Zealand and the Gazette Law Reports be included
and only an effort of the imagination can pieture -
the space occupied by the library of a lawyer in 2025 "
if the increase in Reports continues at the present
rate. AR . i

The third advantage is that the course proposed
would insure the avoidanee of irreconcilable dicta

“in judgments which apparently agree in- the final

result. The-case of Welsh v. Muleock (1924 GL.R.
page 169) is a useful case in point. This 'was an ap-
plication under the Family Protection Act by a mar-
ried daughter of the Testator. The applicant. was

32 vears of age and had no children, while her hus-
band was a farmer 33 wyéars of age passessed of . o
reversionary interest in a $mall farm but was able-
.bodied. The applicant possessed a properiy.the:

equity in whieh was worth about £3000. The Tes—
tator left an estate worth . approximately £21,000
and Adams J. in the Lower Court held that the rent-
and profits from the farm owned by the applicant

‘and her husband was sufficient to maintain her so

long as her husband continized to carry on, and did’
not feel justified in making an order for present re-
lief. - He, however, held that a Suspensory Order
should be made in her favour and the residuary es-
tate was charged with the sum of £1000 in orderto
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meet any payments which might have to be made for

the Plaintiff in the future should her position be-
_ The Court of Appeal unanimously
varied this Order by giving the Plaintiff an immedi-

~ate grant of £10060. When, however, the individual
Judgments are looked at it will be seen that they

contain apparéntly irreconcilable dicta.
.- The judgment of Mr. Justice Herdman contains
the following passages: '
“Whether a son or daughter has been duti-
ful, whether a child or wife has helped in pre-
serving the Testator’s Estate, or has assisted
to build it up, whether a Testator has behaved
indifferently or capriciously towards a child
already well provided for are clreumstances
jrrelevant to the guestion whether the Testa-
tor has made adequate provision Zur the pro-
per maintenance and suppori of his wife and
child.” :
“QOnee the door is opened to admit the ele-
ment of sentiment then the Court drifts away

from the prineciple of adequate provision and .

maintenance and becomes concerned not with

the ways and means of the applieant; and not .

with. the practical duty of the Testator but
with some caprice of the latter whose wife or
children apart from his estate may be well
provided for.”? :
The judement of the late Mr. Justice Salmond,

- while. agreeing in the result with that of Mr. Justice

Herdman, proceeds upon the basis that the word
“adequate’’ in the Act means ethically adequate and
not economically adequate as suggested by Mr. Jus-
tice Herdman. Thus he says: ““The provision which
the Courts may properly make in default of testa-
mentary provision is that which a just and wise
father would have thought it his moral duty to make

in the interests of his widow and children had he

been fully aware of all of the relevant eircumstan-
ces,”” and further on in his judgment he likens 1% to
the officium pietatis owed by the Roman father to
his children. ;

If the standard to be adopted by the Courts is that
of the just and wise father who is to dischatge his
moral obligation it is diffieult to see how the Court
can fail to take into consideration the very things
which Mr. Justice Herdman rejects.
not be just who ignores the faet that his children
have been dutiful and have assisted to build up his
fortune. ' '

Mr. Justice Salmond further held that there was
ng power to make a Suspensory Order such as that
made by Mr. Justice Adams and dissented from the
cases of Parish v. Valentine 1916 G.L.R. pas 367
and Toner v. Lister 1919 (. L.R. page 428
. Mr. Justice Herdman’s Judgment is silent uwpon
this latter guestion and Mr. Justice Reed concurred
in the Judgment of Mr. Justice Salmond, while Mr.
Justice Hosking ‘‘conecurred. with the other deeci-

sions.”’ : _ o

‘Under these ecircumstances it is diffienlt. to say
what Welsh v. Muleock really deeided heyond the
fact that in the partictular ecase the applicant was
entitied to present relief in the sum of £1000. It is
submitted that the Judgment still leaves open to the
Court of Appeal the important guestion whether
tgdequate provision’’ in The Family Protection Act
means ethically adequate or cconemically adequate,
and zlso leaves open the question whether the Court

. has power to make a Suspensory Order. If the Jndg-
‘ment of the Court had been delivered by one Judge

A father can- |

an agréement would either have been reached upon
these poiats, or else the Judgment would have béen
silent upon them. Perhaps some subsequent Court
of Appeal will tell the profession what Welsh v.
Mulsock really decided. :

-Ennhnit_f'ﬁmvr.

The Temple,
18th February, 1925.
My Dear N.Z., .
- I know how uninviting is the prospect of reading
London newspapers, when they arrive over-seas

. many weeks old and in a portly bundle of the in-be-

tween-mails period; but even so I venture to refer
yvou to the < Morning Post’” of February 11, 12 and
16, if you would know how legal matters progress
with us. “Barristers Without Briefs—Insufficient
Work to go Round—The Public and Costly Litiga-

‘tion’’; thus run the depressing headlines of an art-
- icle, in the February 11 issue, which derives its main
" ingpiration from Lord Birkenhead’s raemorable art-

iele, “*Costs,”” in the “*Law Journal”’ of January 17

- last. The writer of the “Morning Post” arilele dis-

plays rather the superficial attitude of the journal-
ist than the more. deliberate view of the praetising
lawyer; for all that he is described as a barrister,
I suspect the other as his main trade, when 1 read
the sentence: ““ A famous K.C. remarked to me, the
other day .. .7 Subjeet. however, to the modifiea-
tions which appear in the “‘Morning Post’” digest.
February 16, he is not far off the truth of things,
when he says that a permanent blight scems to have
settled on the Temple; and apart from the fact of 2
““‘stump”’ all over the ¢ountry, the root of the cause
probably lies where he, and the other artiele writers
in the daily.Press who have taken the matter up,:
diseern 1t that is io say, to re-quote the “*Law Jour-
nal”” article already so much quoted: “*It is & matter
of grave concern that no prudent man can count.
the eost of contemplated litigation. Unecertainty
breeds reluctance to proeeed and a desire to adopt
other means to acéeomplish the result.” Enough of
a distasteful present! Rather let us contemplaie the
celebration of a gloricus past; the apotheosis of Mr.
Asquith as the Earl of Oxford and Asquith, com-

- pleted yesterday afternoon in the House of Lords

and to be the oecasion of a gathering of all the ten-
thonsand-candie-power luminaries of the law at a
dinner in Lincoin’s Inn on Friday week.

Turning, next, to the future, the creation of New
“Wilks’’ is imminent, and any day, now. we may
read of the departure of some of our neavest and
dezrest to a better place . . .in the Courts. It is
always amusing to speculate, especially in the belief
that. we are possessed of ‘‘tips straight from the
stables’; so here, to-put it shortly, goes. In the
commereial courts, you will probably read of the
advance of ‘S. Loury Porter, of that long line of
Editors of “‘Serutton”™ so closely connecied in the
domestie matter of Chambers as almost to be blood

" relations-in-law: a charming fellow rather than au

overwhelming giant, trading upon his wisdom rather
than upon any blinding brillianee. Indeed, he has
often told me that, in his view, the latier gualifica-
tion is not offen that of a successful advocate. - If
the guns he carries are noc Big Berthas, they are:
certainly very useful and very numerous 15-in. how-

Jtzers.. C.T. le Quesne, in some way his rival, per-
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haps, though seven years his junior in eaU is also
on the High Road; both men are, if this propheey
is correct, abandoning very substantial practices be-
hind the Bar but with many and not very problem-
atical hopes, before the Bar. The Hon. Geoffrey
Lawrence, D.8.0.; a name probably quite familiar
to you and indeed to anyone who has had anything
to do with the Judieial Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil, will almost certainly be in the lst. Son of Lord
Trevethin, better recolleeted as ““ A.T.”” he has very
much in him of that wonderful father’s flair for the
right eonstruetion,- the right conclusion, the right
point and the right line to take. In his case it will
be very curious to note whether the tentacles of the
Privy Counecil practice, which have been so grasp-
ing of his time as a Junior, will re-adapt their hold,
so that he may fare out, more regularly, into the
common world of the Common Law and prove him-
self the highly effective son (as he is, to those who
know him) of that pre-eminently effective father.
Rowland Oliver is hardly worth bothering abont;
his achievements at the Criminal Bar are so indis-
putable, the position he has made for himself

sure, and his merits, in his own line of business so
outstandmg, that the question is less how will he

gain than how will Sir Henry Curtis Bennett lose

by his taking “‘silk’’? Charles Doughty, always
with a monocle and always without a hat, has a large
knock-about practice and is almost certainly wise
to consolidate the advantages he has won for him-
self by hig efficient work. E. F. Spence is known
well as a pleader and-as the owner of a fine eommon
law practice; he is also known as a partieularly
regular attendant at
iques were once familiar in the ‘“Westminster Gaz-
ette.”” D. Cotes Preedy is also, it is gazetted, for

the front hench; his venue'is the Divorce Court

where, to everybody’s surprise in as much as he had
no particular connection with it and was a late start-
er. he has developed a premier Junior practice. And
no one can grudge it him, for, if he has lost some-
thing of his lithe and youthful figure in the process
of ach1e ring suceess {and Heaven, or the other
place, alone knows why this shouid always be so
at. the Divorce Court Bar?) he has certainly lost
none of his bubbling humour and has acguired even
more jovial bonhommie than he carried round the
Oxford Cirewit with him, pre-war. There are also
in the list, of rumour, C. M. Pitman, who suceeeded
Sir Richard Acland, X.C., as Judge Advocate of the
Fleet, who has a good all round practiee in London
and who is Recorder of Rochester; W. P. Spens, W.
Copping and D. A. F. Vesey, names as sensational,
these days, as anything can be or is permitted to be
sensational in the Chancery Division; and H. C.
Gutteridge, of the Chamber of Leord Justice Atkin
and R. A. Wright, K.C.,, and Professor of London
University. '

In the Courts there has been an ugly scuffle over
the body of Sir Ernest Wild, K.C,, Recorder of the
City of London and pronouncer of about as indis-
ereet a Charge to a Grand Jury as can ever have
been uttered. It arose out of the prosecution of one

Hobbs, which arose out of a certain civil suit touch--

ing a “Mister A.’; and it was brought to light by
a Rule nisi ealling on the Editor and Publishers of

the London “Evamnm News™ to show cause why

they should not be committed for contempt in re-
spect of their report of Sir Ernest Wild’s wildness.

I dare to presume that, by some happy chance, the '

various proceedings to which I have referred _have

“firgt nights”” and his erit-’

' already come t0 - your: notlee and tha,t recalhnﬂ' vari-
_ous Robinsons and a Midland Bank, you will know .
for yourselves what. this matter is ‘all-about. The

contempt proceedings;, however, are reporiable as

“an’ authority for the several propositions, that a re-

port of a public and reportable matter may not be .
visited with penalties deserved by the matter and
not by the report; that the report need not be in .
extenso to earn this profection and may even, by
compression and curtailment of the context, have
increased the misehief; and, more importantly, that
reports of preliminary proceedings, such as the
Charge to the Grand Jury, are as much privileged
as reports of the substaniive and decisive proceed-
ings, and that Rex v. Fisher (1811} 2 Campbell 563,
to a contrary effect, is no longer good law. I do not
think there is anything in the gossip to .the effect

~ that Sir Ernest Wild, X.C,, is so stung to the quick

by the things the Lord Chief Justice said- of him,
that he is handing or about to hand in his resigna-

tion. If Sir Lrnest Wild, K.C., is any sort of Y
Judge at all, then he must no doubt fcel that the

-htt_le the Lord Chief said was much deserved; and |
he must have very much regretted his iIl-a‘dvised'

cbsetvations, which, after all, may quite legitimately

“be ineluded under the heading of the bigger ‘.‘s}ips-

of the tongue.’
In the case of Rex v. Bateman the Lord Chief Jus-
tice intimated that the questions involved, surround-

~ing a charge of manslaughter against a doctor, were

of such grave importarice to the world at large that

& reserved and carefully considered and Worded- .

judgment was essential. The gist of the prosecution
was, of course, an allegation of criminal negligence

in attendmfr a patient, the matter arising from the

death of a woman some time after giving birth to
a child. The doctor was convicted,-but, although
the reasons for the judgment of the Court of Crim-
inal Appeal are to be delivered later, the eonviction
itself was announced to be quashed and the doetor
was discharged. I shall hope to go fully -into the
judgment, when it is delivered, it being, unless I am
very much mistaken, of as much interest to you as
it will be to us, in this couniry. OfFf other eurrent
deeisions, -the only one worth noting is that of the.
Court of Appeal (Bankes and Atkin L.J.J. and P.O.
Lawrence J.) in the motion to set aside writ and

- proceedings in the second action in rem as to ““The

Jupiter.””  As long ago as June, 1924, the original
fully and unwarrantably dispossessed of her hy ofﬁe—
fully and unwarrantly dispossessed of her by offic-
ials of the Government of the Soviéts, had instituted
and were prosecuting their first action in rem. The.
Soviet Government claimed sovereign rights and re-

- fused to submit to the jurisdiction: Hill J. held hirm-

self bound to bow to that refusal and to accede to
the application to have the proceedings set aside.
Thereupon the Soviet Government sold “*The -Jup-
iter’’ %o a private Italian firm, giving to the pur-

. chaser an indemnity against legal proceedings in

British or Italian Courts. The owners instituting
their action agamst the Italian firm, the Adzmralty :
Court was again moved to set those proceedmgs'-
aside, it bemg contended that their trial must in-.
volve the foreible submission to -our Courts of the:
transactions of a Sovereign State which had express- -
Iy refused to submit. - The President refused the ap-
phcatlon the basis of it being wanting (as he held) .
in that the Sovereign State was not now- impleaded.

The above Court of Appeal affirmed his decision,

- while intimating that the contention might weli be "
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rajsed . again in the liearing of the action iiself and
would then require grave cousideration. The Gov-
ernment of the Soviets is certainly stirring up the
stagnant watérs of International Law, in its ‘‘priv-
“‘ate’’ aspect; and we note that the Literary Supple-
ment of the current number of ‘‘The Contemporary
* Review’ contains a critical article, headed “*Sov-
‘ereignty,’”’ which refers to Sources of Law, being an

Inaugural Address by Edward Jenks, Professor of.

- English Law in the University of London, delivered
:‘at the Londéen School of Heonomics and Political
‘Science, October 15, 1924, reprinted from the *‘Law
~Journal.”’ S
Fraudulent bankrupteies have, in recenf years,
:-achieved such a quantity and quality as urgently to
“‘call for freatment. Instigated by Chambers of Com-
C‘meree, various private Members introduced in the
last Session of Parliament a bill designed to meet
“the.occagion. Mr. B. W. Hansell’'s Committee was
“therecupon appoiunted, and its report has now been
“published. It conmtains few surprises; the proposed
" measures for the deportation of aliens, rendering
themselves undesirable in this respeet, were gener-
ally expected, and the intensifying of the criminal
provisions of the Bankruptey Aet, 1914, follow the
- lines though they do not achieve the degree, uni-
 versally anticipated. The reason for this is, prob-
_ably, that the Committee have found the mischiefs,
. ~complained of, to be of a more temporary and, in-
deed, passing, nature than was generally supposed.
T see, for example, that the Official Receiver, in
" ‘Manchester, has observed: “‘There is less evidence
of ‘dishonest iraders in Manchester to-day, than at
any time sinece the collapse of the trade boom.”” Con-

~“firmation of this is to be found in authoritative re-.
" ports from Liverpool and the North West industrial -

localities generally. It is further to be remembered
that the recently appointed Committee, for the in-
' vestigation of all matters touching the present ex-
igencies of Company Law, is actually at work; a
“fact which Mr. Hansell’s Committee has recognised
‘explicitly as a reason for not dealing with that as-
pect of their subject. No doubt a serious state of
things must be contemplated, and the observations
last year of the Common Sergeant, Sir Henry Die.
. ‘kens, as to the present inability of criminal courts
“adequately to deal with eriminal frauds perpetrated
under the aegis of bankruptey, must not be forgot-
ten.” On the whole, however, we may be said to be
- less dishonest, fo-day, than we sapposed we were;
-and the specialists, who have diagnosed our case,
‘recommend less drastic operations than we kad
feared must be essential. :

I am afraid T have so mueh delayed reference to

the new Administration of Justice Bill, discussed in -

_.the House of Lords last night, that now I have only
space to mention that the Jury system is, if the bill
bacomes law, to resume its old predominance, and,
.more immediately, the application for a new Judge
in the Admiralty Court, so urgently made by the
whole business community, is to be granted. I must
deal with this subject later on; for the present let
me make good, by glving you some more unoffieial
- ‘intimations. -Personally, I doubt if there is any

- foundation for the following forecast, but I have it .

- on good authority of a ‘‘back-stairs” character:—
- The present President of the Probate, Divorce and
- Admiralty Division (now Lord Merrivale, once Sir
Henry Duke) to become a Lord of Appeal in Ordin-
ary, for whiech promotion there is a vacaney; the
_present Solicitor General, Sir Thomes Inskip, to be-

come President, and Sir Leslie Scott to become Sol-
icitor General; and the new Judge, of the Admiralty
Division, to be A.'D. Bateson, K.C,, R. H. Balloch,
now Junior Counsel to the Treasury in Admiralty
matters, N. Raecburn, K.C., or R. A. Wright, K.C.
It is the most foolish audacity on my part to an-
ticipate an event which will probably have hap-
pened, by ths time this reaches youw, and will have
happened differently. Uet me return to perfectly
safe ground, in my last sentence, and say that every-
body has united to congratulate Sir Edward Clarke
on achieving his eighty-fourth birthday, last Sunday,
February 15, and on showing every sign of a firm.
intention to celebrate his hundred and fourth birth-
day (with move to follow) in due course—Yours
ever,
INNER TEMPLAR.

Hrotertinn of Acrideut Insurance
Foliries.

A learned contributor has suppled us with the
following note on the recent deecision of His Honour
Mr. Justice Herdman on the guestion of the protec-
tion of Accident Insurance Policies in London and
Lancashire Insurance Co. Ltd. v. Fisher 1924 N.Z.
L.R. 1286. He writes = ' :

““The decision of Herdman J. in London & Lan-
cashire Insuranee Co. Ltd. v. Fisher 1524 NZL.R.
1286 is certainly open to comment. In the case in
question a bankrupi after his adjudication effected
a policy against zceident, sickness and death. It is
1o be presnmed from the report, though it is not so
stated, the death of the assured, which was the re-
sult of an aceident, occurred while the bankruptey
was still pending. T say vothing about the man’s
right to the policy. which was paid for out of his
earnings, and to whieh he was apparently entitled as
his own property, though it was not so treaied by the
Court. The Judge, however, held that the proceeds
of the policy passed to the Official Assignee, and that
the policy was net protecied from creditors because
although -it wag ““depéndent on the contingencies
of the lifc of the policy holder himself’’ within the
meaning of Secetion 66(1) of ““The Life Insurance
Act, 190877 yet it did not comply with the other
terms of that Section. inasmuch as ““the payments
... to the Company issuing the same’” were not by
the policy provided to be made during the lifetime
of the assured or during T years at least.”

An examination of the deeision of Cooper J. in
Thompson v. Blythe 31 N.Z.IL.R. 1053 shows that
that learned Judge held. on the construction of the
policy involved in that case that the protection af-
forded by the Act extended to a poliey insuring
against accident, sickness and death, as the poliey in
the present case did. The very point upon which
Herdman J. decided the present case in favour of
the Official Assignée was expressly decided the other
way so long ago as 1886 by Richmond J. in Mitehell
v. Seott 5 N.ZLR. 5.C. 274, a deeision to which the
attention of the learned Judge was not directed. Re-
ferring to Section 2 of the Life Assurance Policles
Act 1884 Amendment Act 1885 which is the
gsame as the words I have italicised Riehmond
J. pointed out that they did mnot describe
even an ordinary life policy which contains
no contraet for payment of preminms. . He proceeds
‘‘the clause must therefore be interpreted as includ-
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ing all’ policies under which the lia,bilityi of the in-
surer is made conditional on the due payment of
premiums during the life of the insured.”” He then

dealt with the guestion of thé power of the insurer

to refuse to renew the poliey contract beyond a eur-
rent period of insurance and held that that did not
constitute an essential distinction.” The deeision. in
Mitehell v.-Seott has always been considered as cor-
rectly laying down the law with reference to the
protection of accident insuranee policies, and it
seems a pity that the attention of Herdman J. was
not drawn to that case: Curiously enmough, as the
writer is aware, Cooper J. did not know of the exist-
ence of the decision in Mitchell v. Scott when he de-
livered his judgment in Thompson v. Blythe.”’

Privg Council Berision.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. MOTOR
- TRUCKS LID.

“Theeffect of the well-known case of Stansell v.
Easton (30 NZL.E. 974) and ElHott v. Williamns

(33 N.Z.L.R. 122) has been seriously impaired by the -

decision of the Privy Couneil in the above mentioned
case (1924 A.C..197) while wé may no longer regard
the decision of Woollam v. Hearn (2 Wh. & T.L. Cas.
513} as sound in law,”” writes 2. learned contributor
from Auckland. ' o

- The case is so important to the profession in New
Zealand that we publish our contributor’s note to
ns of the decision in guestion. .

““The facts are as follows: The parties entered
into a formal contract wherein it was provided, inter
alia. that a previously existing contract betwcen the
parties should he superseded; it was also agreed
that the appellant Government should pay to the
respondent a stipulated sum in full settlement of the
latter’s claims under the original contract, and there
was also a clause to the following effeet: ‘Title to
all property specified in Schedule A hereto annexed
and made a part hereof shall vest in the United
States irmmmediately upon exeeution of this agree-
ment.” In point of fact the land and buildings in-
tended to be. dealt with by the countrdct were not
ineluded in the Schedule; and the Respondents sub-
segqueéntty ‘denied the right of the appellant Govern-
ment to possession of such land and buildings. A

suit was accordingly instituted in the Supreme Court

of Ontarie in which the appellant claimed rectifica-
tion of the Schedule by the inelusion of the land and
buildings, and specific performance of the contract
as so rectified. _

The trial Judge found in favour of the appellant
Government but his deecision was’ reversed by the
Appellate Division. Upon appeal to the Privy Coun-
cil the judgment of the trial Judge was restored.
The Earl of Birkenhead delivered a brief but ecn-
cise judgment on behalf of their Lordships. We quote
the following observations from that deeision. ‘If
the parties intended that the lands and buildings
should be ineluded in Schedule A so that the omis-
sion in the instrument was accidental, rectification
ought undoubtedly to be decreed. ... Their Lord-

ships have reached the conclusion that both the ap- .

pellants and respondents intended that the land and

buildings should he included in Schedule A. . .. The

respondents contend that a plaintiff was not allowed
to sue in the old Court of Chancery for the specific

performance of a contract with a parol variatiom.

There seems no reason in principle why a Court of
Equity should not at one and the same time reform

and enforce a coniraet: the matter, however, has
been much’ discussed in the Courts and the balance
of distinguished authority not unequally maintained.

_ But the difficulty has been, in the view of the Board,

removed by the provisions of the Judicature Act
1873, section 24 which are reproduced in- section
16 (h) of the Judicature Act of the Provinee of On-"
tario.’

Upen a consideration * of these provisions, their -
Lordships held that the Court has jurisdiction to en-
tertain an action in which combined. relief will be -
granted simultaneously for the reformation of the
eontract and for the specific performance of. the
reformed contract. - : :

The statutory provisions relevant to this decision
are the same in New Zealand as in Ontarie and it
may therefore be fairly claimed that the decision of
the Privy Council is of great importance.”

REVIEWS.
T_RIAL oF .HE_NR-Y FAU_NTLEROY.

NOTARLE BRITISH TRIAL SERIES—Butterworth & Ce.

The inclusion of the trial of Henry Fauntleroy in the Not-
able British Trial Scries will be cordially weleomed. - -

This. volume might well be termed the Forger’s Volume, .
for not only is the fameus case of Henry Fauntleroy in-
cluded, but there are also noted in the appendices at the end,
ten other famous forgery trials.

The case aroused at the time the most extraordimary in-
terest, and cven beéfore the trial commernced, Henry Fauntle-
roy had been most thoroughly condemned and almost hanged, -
drawn and quartered by the newspapers. Strangely enough,
Lowever, no protest was made by the Law Officers or the:
Judge against what would he comsidered: in these days a
most flagrant breach of justice. o

To .some exient the attitude of the publie ean be uader-
stood when we learn that Fauntleroy was one of the most.
prominent private bankers in England at the time. The
Berners Strect Bank was coutrolled by four partners, Sir
James Sibbald, William Marsh, Mr, J. . Stracey and Henry.
Fauntleroy. The three other partners did-not appesr to be
in a position to take any active interest in the comduct of
the bank, which fell on the shoulders of young Heary Fagn
tleroy, who at the age of 23 succeeded his father. The Faun
tleroys came from some of the finest old-stock in the eountry
and implicit trest was placed in voung Henry both by his
partners and the clientele of the bank. Tt would appear, -
however, that difficelties arose in the course of trading,
chiefly owing to the failure of Brickwood & Co., in 1810,
which involved the Bermers Street Baank in the loss -of
£60,000 and it was during this period that Henry Fauntleroy

.eommenged his earcer which ultimately led to the gallows .

a2t Tyburn. .
““hile outwardly Henry Fauntleroy was a devout son and
inflexible man of business, secretly he plunged from ome
amour to another, always maintaining some expensive mis-
iress, but owing to his great carefulness this was only known
t¢ 4 small pleasure loving band of boon companions.
About the time of the Battle of Waterloo, owing to the
bank being called upon to fulfil certain obligations; the
position appears fo have become so acute that the only way
out of it was badkruptey., To a man of Fauntleroy’s tem-
perament, however, this course was wrthinkable. He eould
not tolerate fhe humiliation of sacrificing his position and
the prospect of losing his substantiasl income must. have
filled bim with dismay. In any event he decided to use
without seruple the finaneial resources at his command.. The
plan ke adopted was that whenever it weas necessary io sup-
piement the funds of his house, he forged the name of one
of his customers upon a power of attormey, imitsted the
handwriting of two of his clerks as witnesses, and presented-

. the fraudnient document, which authorised the transfer of.

the particular investment to his own brokers at the proper’
office in the Bank of England.. Tn every case the-‘deviee

© was successful. The stock was transferred to the broker




42

BUTTERWORTH’S FORTNIGHILY NOTES.

April 14, 1925

- who $0ld it in the open market, and the proceeds were placed

to the eredit of the Berners Street Bank. All the persons
_ comeerned in the affair regarded it as an ordinary business
- transaction. - B "

"The defrauded proprietor of the stock was never allowed
to discover the theft: . As his dividends became due, he was
eredited with them as usual in his pass:book.  If he gave
instructions for the. sale of his stock, the exact amomnt was
replaced by Fauntleroy. It was the same if one of the cus
tomers happened to- die.
of the estate the dexterous forger had repurchased the re-
-quisite hoiding of consuls or annuities which were registered

.~ ‘omce more in the name of their former owner'in the books
- of the Bank of England. '

How he carried out these forgeries, the amazing knowledge
‘he had of the ecustomers’ signatures, the private ledgers and
the wonderful system of private accounts which he himself

© kept-are all revealed in a very interestirg manner in this
volume. His ultimate downfall was unquestionably the out-
come of his reckless private expenditure. His dances were
:motorious, his ecuntry place at Hampion-on-Thames and la-
ter his house at Weston Place, Brighton, became the scenes
of the most amazing episodes. At first this was confined
to week-ends, but Iater it beeame that every night as soou
‘as the bank was elosed he was obliged to seck tho distrae-
tion of the play, the ball oy the hilariouns & aner party.

At last in September 1824 after ten v.ars of erime, his
defaleations were discovered in regard 1o one aecount and
he was arrested. Then gradually the whole of his trafficking
in stock and his Life generally became publie property. 1t

is very rare that so much data of the public excitement has.

. survived and full use of all the details has been made by
“~the auther in his oxeellent introduetion.

The trial itself was one of amazing interest and the ulti-
mate verdiet of grilty was hailed with great satisfaction
to the public. It is extraordinary to relafe, after the sen-

. tenae both the feelings of the press and the public veered
round completely and many attempts were made to obtairm
a respite of the sentence, without suecess. Henry Fauntleroy
paid the penalty of his misdecds and was hanged at Tryburn.

Altogether the Bank of Eopgland had to face a debt of

~ £350,000 o account of Henry Fauntleroy’s defaleations.

One of the most amazing incidents during the trial was -

that a certain Hammersmith magistrate who had been de-
franded, used his legal position fo enable him to get access
burst into the room at the Old Bailey where Henry Fauntle-
roy was sitting and soundly abused the prisoner telling him
to look to his soul as he would shortly be hanged.

. Unguestionably the trial of Henry Faurtleroy is one of
the most interesting volumes whieh has appeared in this
eminently National series of erime. The details of the otker
forgeries which appear in the remaining pages of the vel-

. ume are equally amazing in their variety and interest,

LEO. D. J. DEVINE

SOLICITOR,
"14 BERANDOXN STREET WELLINGTON
' has commenced practice at the above address.

"P.0. Box 593. "Phone 430.

Before the executors took charge .

-DIGEST AND NOTER UP FOR -HALSBURY'S
| *LAWS OF ENGLAND.” |

{A full note of each of the cases referred to hereunder will
be found in the Law Journal for Jan. 10, 1925, and many
of the cases wiil be reported later in the Law Reports).

INSURANCE.—Accidents to third persons—Master and
servant—Disease contracted during period of imsuramece-—Dis-
ablement not till after pertod—Linbility of insurer.—Vietorig
Insurance Co. v. Junction North Broken Hill Mine 1925 L.J.
p- 82,  Feld, that where the words of a policy were °‘if

during the period of a policy’” the assured would be
+¢liable to pay’’ the insurer was liable for a disablement
ocourring to a workman, employed by the assured, after
a period ef insurance wasg over if the disease was con-
tracted during the period. '

As o insurance against lability for aceidents to workmen:
See Halstury, Vol 1T, Title ¢‘Imsurance,’’ Part V., Scc. 2,
Par. 1141, : i

PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE.—Secrvice of writ out of
the jurisdiction—Diseretion of eourt—Forum conveniens.—
Rosler and others v. Hilbery and Carvey 1925 L.J. p. 32

Held, that when leave to serve notice of a writ out

. of the jurisdiction is applied for under Order XT, r. 1 (I)

and (g), the Court must, in the exercise of ity discretion,

consider whether the claim for an injunction ought to

have been made and must have regard to the conveni-

ence of proceeding in England, or in the place of resid-
.ence of the person sought to be served.

As to service of writ or notice of writ out of the jurisdic-
tion: See Halsbury, Vol 23, Title ‘‘Practice and Proeedure,’’
Part L., Sec. 1, Pars, 208-213. i

SHIPPING AND NAVIGATION.—Collision — Statuiory -
duty to assist—Failure of salving operations—Claim to sal-
vage—S.8. ¢‘Melsinne,”” Owners of, v. 8.5. “‘8an Onope,”’

Owaers of, 1925 L.J. p. 32.

Held, that success in salving operations being neces-
sary for a salvage award, services which leave a vessel
in a position of s great danger as that from which she
was rescued do not give any claim for salvage..

As to rendering assiztanee afrer collision: See Halsbury,
Vol. 26, Title ‘‘Shipping and Navigation,”” Part XL, See. 1,
Par. 518. ‘As to the right to salvage award: See Halsbury,
Vol. 26, Title ‘*Shipping and Navigation,”” Part XIIL., Sec.
I, Par. 841

WILLS. —Construction—Gift to ‘‘my brother and sisters’
—Whether class gift or gift persomwm designate— ¢ Securit-
ies’'—Interpretaiion. of term.—Seorer, In re; Burtt v. Har-
rison 1925 L.J. p. 33.

Held, (1) that a beguest to ‘‘my brothers and sis-
ters,’’ not named in the will, was a class gift and that
it was intended that survivors of the body should take
the gift between them; (2) that, in the circumstances,
the word ‘‘Securities'’ was intended to include ali in-
vestments.

As to class gifts: See Halsbury, Vol. 28, Title ““Wills,”’
Part XL, Sec. 2, Pars. 1203-1207. As to meaning of the word
‘¢ Becurities’’s Bee Halsbury, Vol. 28, Title ‘*Wills,”” Part
XIV., See. 4, Par. 1330, .

WL S —Instructions for codicil—Reference to former will
—{fonstruction—Evidente.—In re White; Knight v. Briggs
125 L3 p. 33,

Held, that a codicil in the form of instructions, re-
ferring to a former will made by testator, must be con-
strmed as a referential disposition, the document referred
to -therein being ascertainable by proper evidence, and
the beguest taking into effect as if a codicil had been
prepared and execnted according to the instructions.

As to the character of the evidence admissable: See Hals-
bury, Vol 28, Title f*Wills,”?> Pari XIII., Bee. 2, Pars. 1255,
1256. As to grant of probate to documents of 2 testamentary
character complying with statutory requirements: See Hals-
bury, Vol. 14, Title ‘‘Executors and Administrators,”” Part
II., Sec. 2, Pars. 307-314.

only 7/- in the £.

clients when asked to advise concerning charitable bequests.

THE BRITISH AND FOREIGN BIBLE SOCIETY NEW ZEALAND :: Bible House, Wellington

This unfenominational Society issues Scriptures to all the world in 568 Languages. The seles re-imburse the Society to the exient of

The balance must be made up from voluntary contributions.

£400,000, of which £260,000 must be supplied by donations. SOLICITORS are asked to suggest this

FORM OF BEQUEST: I bequeath the sum of & H H ;

the British and. Foreign Bible Society N.Z. Agency. to be paid for the purpose of the said Society to the Secretary for the time being,
Bible House, Wellington, whose receipt shall be a good discharge for the same. :

The prospective world -expenditure for 1925 iIs
andenominational Hoclety to

sterling io
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LEGACIES.— The Salvatlon Army-
Is now an ever-growing International Orﬂamcatmn working in 79 Countnes and Colonies, and using 54 languages
‘It has bramches in 13,747 Cenires, and in addition 1,446 Social Inmstitutions and Ageneies, which embrace ne'u‘ly
every class of human need. There are many Hospitals, ‘‘Eventide’’ Homes for the Aged, ‘"Nests’” for little omes,
taken from, in 'soiﬁe cases, unnamable surroundings. - There are Leper ‘Settloments, ‘‘Eye’” Hospitals, Colonses for

the Criminals, and other kindred Tastitutions for the unfortunate and non- Chrlstw.n 8,838,536 free beds, and

14,267,956 frec meals have been provided during past 12 months. No Religious Tests. NEED is tke only qualifica-

tion. Im New Zezland alome a comsiderable sum is needed 1nnuaHy te maintain the many Secisl Homes, Children’s
 Institutions, and the philanthropic agencies aiready in opesation,

LEGACIES are spéciauy xequestéd. Reports and Ba.lan_ce—ISheets published annually, sent on application. ALLOCA-
- TIONS FROM TRUSTS also earnestly solicited. Engniries promptlj'- answered. Addiess— . .

COMMISSIONER HOGGARD,
BOX 15, TE ARO, WELLINGTON.

AN ACCIDENT-— For All SOLICTTORS WANT:—
—BUT NO ANXIETY. WHEN REALISING ESTATE ASSETS
. Customs and Shipping Work (REALTY & PERSONALTY)
INSURE AGAINST ACCIDENT . Special Bervice for
WITH _— _ CLEARING SALES.
. S0 COMMUNICATE WITH
THE STANDARD INSURANCE All Customs work—Froight, E. VINE & CO.,
. 0. LTD Bills of Lading, Forwarding, - (Incorporating A. L. Wilsen & 0.} .
N N Clearance —  attended to VALUERS AND AUCTIONEERS.
Peatherston Street, WELLINGTON. | = - Promptly and carefally. AUTHORISED PROBATE VALUERS.
107 CUSTOMEOUSE QUAT,
WELLINGTON.
' J.J. CURZIS & CO, LTD. | " (itablisned over 50 gesrsh ™
: . - . . p 0 ' . . stablishe over Fears). .
" BRUGH, CALVERT & BARROW: * o . o
CLOUGH 11 JOEXSTOX STREET,
Late .
CALVERT & BROUGH WELLINGTON.
ALBION CHAMBERS, DOWLING ST, " A.D. BRODIE, LLB. U
DUNEDIK. BARRISTER AND SOLICITOR,.
Partners:

NORFOLE CHAMBERS, .

W. R. BROUGH C. L. CALVERT, LL.B. 80 RIDGWAY STREET,

C. B. BARROWCOLOUGH, TL.B.

WANGANUL
RECEPTION HALL (Late of Messrgthrﬁzg;‘i-gg.)-Gord'on_. Brodie
. for i
_ Finanec. MEETINGS OF SHAREHOLDERS,
We always have a good supply of monex .
for first-class \Iortwage or "Debenture CREDITORS, SOCIETIE&
Securities. i S
APPLY: and for
CHA®. B. RUXTON. LTD S0CIAL FUNCTIONS. '
e : p— L. B. TUSTIN, LLB.,
164 Featherston Street, WELLINGTON : E—— : E. B ’LLSTI_ T
Telegrams: “BUXTONIA.” AN - ] : : . - .
elegrama - GAMBLE & CREED. BARRISTER AND SOLICITOR,
Fourth Floor, ] S . E :
'233 LAMBTON QUAY, ’ 102 RIDGWAY STREET,

LAW BOOKS FOR SALE.  WELLINGTON e
: ) T WANGANUL
(Late of Messrs, Hozsley & ’I_‘astiu)_.._

COMPLETE SET Fneyclopaedia ‘of
Forms and Preccdents. - Address at
_Office of this paper,
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'BUTIERWORTH’S

New Zealand
Law Reports.

¢ .
1883-1924.

L

THE COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING FOR
- NEW ZEALAND has pleasure in advising the

- profession that it has made arrangements with

Messrs Butterworth & Co. (Australia) -Limite(_l
 for the re-print of Volumes of the Law Reports

which have been out of print. Complete Sets

of the Reports from 1883-1924 are now °

~ available.

For information as to the purchase of these Sets refer
" ence is to be made to MESSRS. BUTTERWORTH &
CO. (Australia) - Limited, 49-51 Ballance Street,

: WELLINGTON.

. DIGESTS: A
The Digest of cases between 1561 and 1902 is

also available for purchase.

- The Consolidated Digest from 1903 to 1923 in- .

. clusive is in course of preparation and nearly
ecomplete. It will be avallable for issue about

May.

CURRENT REPORTS:
. Members of the profession are reminded that
the subseription ic these Reports is still £3 3g,,

postage extra.

Any further information will be supplied on applica-
tion to the publishers, Messrs. Butterworth & Co.
' (Austratia) Ttd.

C. H. TREADWELL,

" Treasurer,

BECOME A SUBSCRIBER AND SAVE TIME
AND TROUBLE.

~

. NZ
Rules, - Regulations
~ and By-Laws.

Bound and Indexed from 1910 to 1924.

Annual ‘Subscription 85/~

The object of this publicafion is to
- supply Legal Practitipneré; with a
;_reprint of those Rules of Court,
‘Regula.tions under Act _of Parlia-
ment,.By-LaW's,. ete., which are of
general i-nterest. and practical
utility, immediately after publica-

tion of the Government (Gazette.

A WORK THAT SHOULD BE IN EVERY

LIBRARY.

LAW BOOK €O. OF N.Z, LTD.

ELECTRIC BUILDINGS, 52 FORT STREET,
AUCKLAND.

April 14, 1925 -




