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f~8 CANADA LAW JOURNAL.1!769 (noted afite vol. 54, p. 108). The plaintiffs, in a petition of
right, claùned to recov'er.for the loss of a ship reqiiisitioned by the
Admiralty. The requisition was subject to, the terms of a charter-
party whereby it was provided that the Adiniralty should flot bc

r hed liable if the vessel be lost in confequence of any cause arising
as a sea ri.8k, but the Admiralty took the risk of " ail consequences
of hostilities or w'ariike operations." The vessel was engaged in

* c'5,acuatink,, t.roops from the Gallipoli; by instructions of the
VAdmiraity, she was forbidden to showv any lights. Incneaec

of the abisence of lights a collision with a French>batteship took
place, ani the vessel was lost. Rowiatt, J., in these circurnstgances,
held tîrit the Adiniraity was liabie, and the Court of Appeal (Eady,

al. nd H'crutton, and Duke, L.JJ.) agr2ed with his dccision.

Jt-DICIAL DIZ-CRE-TIOýN-- MODE N WHICII JUDICIAL DISCRETION 1,1
l'O B~ ERCISED.

ines v. lMnes (1918) JI. 364. Aithougli a divorce case
deserve, attention for the fact that therinsdiuseUc v
in which a judicial discretion ought to he exercised. The applica-
tion was to grant a decree absolute for divorce notwit.hstanding
the petitioner had hixuseif cowrnitted aduitcry. Although, under
the Div-orce Act, the judge has an aLbsolutte discretion yet MeCardie,
J., held tiîat discret ion mnust not bc exercised capriciously or mi
accordance with th( ý1rivatP vicws of the Judge, but subject to the
authorities and con;.. derations of public inoraiity therein laid down
and in the exercise of sucli discretion he refused the application.

COMPANY-DEBEN'rURE$-TIIUST DEED-SHARES IN KNOTHER
-COMPANY TRANSFERIIED TO TRUýsTbE-IcHT OF TRUSTEE TO

* VOTE ON SU ARES HELD AS TRUSTES FOR DEBENTURE IIOLDERS
-NTERLOCUTORY APPLICATION.

Siemens v. Burns (1918) 2 Ch. 324. This was an appeal froni
Ashbury, J. The questions involved concerned the riglits of
trustees for debenture holder-s as against the cornpany iissuing the
debentures. In this case certain shares in another company had
been transferred ta trustees for d ýbent,_.c holders. The deben-
tures -vere not in default and ti .,, trustees clainied to vote as
shareholder, in respect of the sha es so transferreci; the company,J on the other hand, clai -.rd the right to say how they should vote;
but Astbury, J., heid that the trusrees hmad the right to vote as
they saw fit, and ini the exercise of that right w'ere not subject to
the direction or control of the transferor conîipany, and the Court.
of Appeai (Eady, M.R., and Serutton. and Duke, L.JJ.) affiraied
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