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party, but merely that the sale dme flot ipso f acta put an end to
thc charter party, as the defendant contended ini thiz cas~e, be-
cause, as Bankes, L.J., points out, it is quite possible that the
ternis; of sale may provide that the vendor is stIl to perforra tirs
charter j arty notwithstanding the sale.

INSUTRANCE (sI4.Rn)-PziUL OF ME-Oî-WAR, REMINT~S OF
PRIcEs-SHip Pi=T%-.G Nw nETr-rAL PORT io ATOll> c&P-

TERE-LOSS 0OF VENTURE--PROXfl(ATE CA17PI 0F LO-SS.

Becker v. London Assurance Co. (1915) 3 K.B. 410. This was
an action on a poliey of imarine insurance on goods shipped on
board a Gerinan ship for carniage from Calcutta to Hamburg.
The policy insured against the usual perils, ineluding inen-of-
wa -, enemnies and restraint of princes. Alter the vesse! started
on ias voyage war was deelared hetwcen Germany and Great
Britain, and, to avoid capture. thc vesse! put into a neutral port,
where it hail ev--r since remained and wa.- intended to remain
until the termaiiafon of*the war. The plaintiffs endeAvoured
to get possession. of the goods. but the captain of the vessel re-
fused to deliver themn up. In November the Gerrnan Govern-
ment i&ssued a prohibition against the delivery to their owners
of any goods helonging té) Britishi subjeets on board German
ehips. in consequence of that prohibition, the plaintiffs gave
the defendants notice of the ahandortncrt of tute goods, and
brought the action as far a total os.The action w:is trie'd hefore
Bailhace, J., who hcld that the goods were not Iost by atav
peril insured against. In bis opinion. the ship werLt into the
neutral point to avoid thec commencement (if the peril insured
againi, and aithtougbi the gocids wereý just as efft'ctuaIIY lost tO
the plaintiffs as if they had iii fact been eapiuretl, yet hie held
that a loss which arises f ront steps taken to avoid a peril annot
hev said( Io be dur to ilie pi-cl so avoîded.

JUDICIAL (ONMMrrrEE 0F TIIE PI'~Vv 'ucr-CNcI
ZSENTENCE- 3F DEAT1->ETITION -FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL-

STAY 0F EXECI2-TION 0F SENTENCk.

Balenuk-aznd v. The Kiing-Eiiaproi (19135) A.C'. 629. This
was a petition for leave to appeal front a conviction <or crinhiflal

conspiracy to murder to tFe Judicial ('on>mittee of the Privy
('ollnlil, the applicant hav;ng been scntenced to decath. The

counisel for the applicants not being able to proceed Nwith the
application, owing to the non-arrivi of the, record, %-,km the
judicial Commriittec to niake a recomninlel(ativhl to the Govern-
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