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Van den Ifurk v. Martens (1920) 1 R.B. 8,50. This was a
special case stated by an arbitratcr, and one of the questions
in ol ve was to) the rroper rreasure of damages for breach of con-
tract for the sale of goode ini the following circum8tances: The
defendants sold to the plaintiffs sodium suiphide in drums. Drium~s
were delivered to the plaintiff ini Manchester, but the defendants
knew they %vere for exporL. Owing te a difflculty ini opening a.nd
reclosing the drumns it is inipracticable to open them until the
contents are required for use. The drumns recived were resold
by the plaintiffs and owing to the delays on Frenchi railways and
othor causes did not reach the ultimato consgignees at Lyons
and Genoa tili sorne rnonths laVer. On the drums being opened
by these consignees they were found nlot to c >ntain sodium suiphide,

*but caustic soda of inferior qiuality, and wore then i-eeted. The
* question submitted wus as to the. proper mecasure of damages,

and Baihache, J., held that they should be asagesSed according to
the prices ruling, not at the date of d6livery at Mancester, but
at the date when the drurns were opened b y the ultiinate consignees
at Lyons and Genos. Another point siibniitted was whother the
liquidator of the defendant conpany was individuàlly lhable to
be ordered to pay the costg of the referfence with a right to get
reinibur5oment out of the company's assets, and as to this

Î: Bailhache, J., held that the liquidator was nlot persovally liable and

Î1ýthat thecoSts should beodrdt epaid b-the comp)any, but

the statement of a sperial case and at the hearing of it failIs in his
contention, lihe then rmakes himneif party to the proooeding and
rnay be ordered to pay the costv with a right to be i'ooouped out
of the company's wsets, and lie mnade that order as regarded the
costs of the special cas.

EMERGFNCY 1,EGIBLATioN-ARTICIlES REQTJISITIONED BY ADMI-
ItALTY--RIGHT OF OWNER TO COMPENSATION ANY) TO JUDICIAL
»r""rERMXNATION OP AMOUNT THEIIEOF--VALIDITY 0F GOVEnN-
MENT !'EGULATION-ULTRA VIRES.

Newcastie Brewerie8 Limited v. The King (1920) 1 K.B. 854.
This is iýn important decision from a constitutirnal point of view.
The Defence of the Beaini Act, 5 Geo. 5. c. 9, authorised certain
Governuient Depariments to take possession of war material and
food, and pro vided that the price to be paid therefor should be fixed by
the tribunal hy which dlaims were, in the absence of any express pro-
vision te the contrary, to be deterirnined, and certain regulations
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