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mide policies of marine insurance, it would be right to take anto

be accounit eonsiderations similar to those whieh would be taken
into aecount in determining a question of constructive total

.6;S losa under a marine poliev. He U dd, nevertheless, that, as the
timber had flot been eonfiseated by the Gerînans during the cur-

rency of the poliey, there had in faet been no0 loss. He pointed
out, iii the i-ourse of his judgment that what the plaintiffs had

'rs lost was flot the timber itself but the power- of dealing with it,
VIl and that the defemîdants %vere ilot hiable for nîcre loss of nmarket.

res As to an argument that the tinmber was lost beeause the Germansï
M<l had seized Anitwerp. bis Lordsthip said: "If eomîfiseatcd it %vill of

Lt]. course be lost; if eommnandeered it will be represented onîxy hy
a reeeipt of more thani doubtful value. Now goods of privatec

iiipersons on shore ar-e Lby the law of nations not liable to eomifisca-
Mi tion .anid 1 ought flot judieiallv- to assume the Germians wvill com-

lit mit a Lreaeh of internationtal law . Qiier.y, whethcr imi the light
of sub3cqtuemît evenits. and the condcuet of thc Gerilaiî aiîmes
oi oe,-upation in l3elg-iiun anid c!sewliei'e. the ]caimd iudgc

4 mnight flot i10w iSe enititled Io miake this assumiptioni ?
Thc mclaiingý of a clause w hich is eoonînîoiîlv in.sci'fed ini conl

nt rl'cts for tho sale of flou i was coniiduîve-,d iii Ford v . 1,C hili
((1915) 31 T.L.,R. 111.1u%,ul. 1914. the defenidants. who

st wem'eInllieis aIt Yolîk otiatdto dleliver ecrtaini flour tfa thc
plaiit iffs. who w ''.acî' at O ldhamn. Thùe <'ot act (conitaiîîet]l
a clause of M ii the nînterial parts wcre: -' lu asc of pr'o

.Piiîîitiomî <f eX)It. . ...... CVentiug shipncmîft or, delive v ofiÎ
w heat to this eiouuîtrvN .. the sellers shalH have flic option
(if eîl inIig this cî}îîtrat't. .. ..... ftei Soîît of.1 oti ii
hadl beîi delivercd, the scîlers gave iiotiee to cameci. amîd :11 am11

a' actioln for lainages, thev justified their eoniduît uerthe ahove)f cl1ause. If appeared that îfter, th(, wam hegan. al] flil wlii
il and nîanv nienfial couintries had probibîted t1h'ecxPort of wvheaîf,

wvhile Emîglaiffl h>i(' (elaîred the illlp)om'tafiomîi of wvheat fî'onî
t amis cneiîn roiiiitm'v Ir, be illegal. Bailharhe. .1., iii dccîdîîîgj( foi'

the defemîdîînts1, l'efUscd to accepf the conieuitil that 11l)sOllUte
precvention "'as leessaî.v. Ile suid '' thimîk the wot'ds m a


