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iii the Manchester Canal Co's. warehouse, the shipownmers notified
the Canal Company of their dlaim for freight, and the Canal
C'ompany delivered t he cargo ot the owiters against a deposit
of £1 ,680 to meet the dlaim for freight. The shipoi-ners then
u'oînnr.nced an action daiming to bc entitled to be paid freight,
bujt titis action was (Iismissed on the groun-i' that, as the voyage
lind l>een abandoned, no freight was payable. The shipowners
tlwn applied to the Prize Court for a declaration that thcy were
vutitled to smc remuneration in lieu of freight for carniage of
lwi goods and Evans, P.P.D., referred it to the registrar and

inerc-hints to, deterinine what remuneration the shipowners
wvre elatitle(l to in thic circumstances, and it was from this order
iliat the owNners of the cargo appealed, claiming thlat the Prize
C'ourt lîad no jurisdiction to make any such order, and even if
fie lîad, it oughit not to have been made. True Judicial Conlmittee
of the Privy Council (Lords Perker, Sumaner, Parmoor, and
Wrcnbury> were of the opinion that the Prize Court had juris-
liction to determine ail incidentai matters arising in r'?gard to

l)roplerty seized as Prize, even though if may be releascd, but on
Ille iînerit, of the case they reverffed the ûrder of Evans, P.P.D.,
on flic ground that, the '-oyage having been abandoned, the
slîipowners coul<l have no right to freight, or any comnpensation
ini lieu o>f freiglit, in respect of cargo $,eize(l in an English port

îîsqetto the abandotimeuf. of the voyage.

.\I.HERlTA-HUSDANI) ANI) WIFE-NIAIlIE> W3 ,)ENS RELIF

ACT (ALBER{TA 1910 C. 18) s.s. 2, 8, 10.
J)rwri v.I)rîm (1111 A.. 61.P a sta.tute of the Province

of Alberta 1910, c. 18, if is provýided that the widow of a testator
whiose wvili gives fo bis wîdow, ini the opinion of flie Court, Iess
than she would get if lie liad died intestatp, May apply to the
Supreie Court, for relief, and on any suclfi application the Court
is einpowered to make such allowance to flicapplicant ouf of hber

<l(:sdhusband's estate <isposed of by bis will as May seeni
jîist and< equitable; l)ut if is also provi<Ied tbaf any answcr or

<lfnethat would have been availal)le f0 the liusban(t in any suit
for ahimoiîv shahl bc equally openi to lus execut<>rs or adnuinis-
t ritors, in any app)licaftion uîîder the Art. The widow of tic

decesedtesttorin titis case, had twenty-four years 1)rior to hîisý
leatb, without any legal justification, separaf cd f romn hin, and1
Iived aparf from him during the remainder of his life. Not-
witbstanding this fact, the Courts of Alberta granf cd thec widow
relief. The Jîidicial Comnmilt te of thle I>rivy Couincil (Lord
Puckrnastcr, L.C., and Lords Haldane, Atkinson, Shaw ani
1'armioor) reverscdi tbe decisioîî, holding t bat in sucli ei cuinstail-

he wlc~ifeceouhld have Ilau no claunl fo ilimin.


