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to be sold te th owners of munition factories, which waa accord-
ingly done. In these circumnstances, the defemCaSntf eiained that
the contract was at an end, and the plamntiffe brought the action for
a declaration that it wss only suspended. They al2o claimned
that the sle of the plant was without authority, an1I that they
were entitled to the procee('3. Bray, J., who tnied the action,
hed that the contract was not terminated but only muspended,
but on this point he iraa reversed by the Court of Appeal (Cozens-
Hardy, M.R., and Serutton and 'Warrington, L.JJ.). Bray J., ala
held that the power of the Mini8ter of Munitions to order the
remnoval of the plant under Reg. 8A (b), with a view to in-
creaaing the production of war material in other factories, in-
volved a powèr to seli it to such other factories, and the plaintiffs
were con8equently not entitled to the proceeds. This question
waa fot discussed on the appeal. anci the decision of the Appellate
Court on the other point is without prejudice to the rights of the
parties to the proceeds of the sale.

HUSBAND A-nD wiFE-DisI'UTES AS To PROPERTI'-MARRIEt)

WomE.N'si PRoPERry Ac-r 182 (45-16 vicr. c. 75) s. 17 -

(R.S.O. (-. 149, S. 70)-EFRENCE TO REFPEREE FOR TRIAL.

Re Humiphrey (1917) 2 J{.B. 72, An originating suminons
wab issued under the Nfarried Womnen's Property Act 1882, s. 17
(R.S.O. c. 149, s. 70), fer the purpose of dletermnig certain que-
tions in dispute as to propertv, arising between husband and wife.
Ridle), J., on the return of the surnmons, referred the whole
question for triai before a Ileferc. The Court of Appeal (Lord
('o,en---Hard)-, M.R., and Scruttoa. L.J.) heid that in so doing
he had exceeded bis jurisdietion, as the Act conteçiplated that
the judge himself should decide such questions, and gave hini no
power to delegate that dut.y to auy other tribunal.

CHARTERPARTY-REQUISITION 01- SHIP By ADlMI.iL TY-TitMiNA-

TION 0F CONTRACT.

A nglo Northern Trading <Co. v.- Emlynî Jones (1917) ý V.i3. 7 8.
ln this case Bailhache, J., held, on a case stated by an arbitrator,
that a âîne charterparty is put ani end to, where the vessel in
question is requisitioned by the Admiralty.

PRINCIrAL AN-I) AGEN T---TRAv ELLRWRIGHT TO COMMISSION

AMERR AOENCY DETERMINED--CONTRACT.

41 'shall v. Gl.anvill (1917) 2 K.B. 87. In this case the de-
fendantms engaged the plaintiff &s a traveller for the sale of their


