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and, therefore, the plaintiff could. not succeed. The Courtof'
Appeal, however, wus of the. opinion that, as between the owner
and insurer, the. question of relation baek was really intnaterial;
the true view beiug, that the. owner had lost hie vessel by capture,
and the captors had lout their prize by shipwreek, and asth
ýpolicy excepted loua by capture, the plaintiff could not recover,

PUBLIC BODY-EXPtOPRIATION OP LÂND-STATUToRY POWVER OP'
EXPROPRIATION-NOTICE TO TREAT-CREATION 0P NEW INTER.
EST AFTER NOTICE TO TREAT-COMPENBATION.

Zick v. London ited Tramtvays (1908) 1 K.B. 611. The
defendants in this action were ernpowered. for the purpose of
their undertaking to expropriate lands, and ini pursuance of th-ir
statutory powers they gave the landiord. of the lands in question
in the action notice to treat. At the lime the notice to treat
was served the land was in the occupation of n. tenant under an
argeement in writing for the term of three years froiniNareli 14,
1905, subsequently by arrangement with lhe landlord and this
tenant the plaintiff became lessee of the premises for a terni of
three years from. 14 February, 1906, on similar termes in other
reepects to those under which the previous tenant held, Without
notice to the plaintiff the defendants had entered and taken
possession of the lande without înaking any compensation to the
plaintiff, and the present action WaS for trespass in so doing.
Jeif. J., who tried the action, hold that notwithetanditig the
operation by surrender hy operation of law of the former tpiinevc
and the ereatifm by the landiord, aller notice to treat. of a new
interest in favour of 'L'ic plaintiff, lie plaintiff wae, neverteles,
entitled le compensation in respect of that interest se far as it
did not exceed tiat exigting aI the lime of the notice to treat
and, therefoi'e, during the period cnding Mardi 14,.,1908, inas-
xnuch as the creation al the new lenaney during that period did
nol impose an:r additional burden on the defendants. Mie the-
fore iza;e- judginent for lie pflaintiff for 40s. damiages and
costseon the High Court seaIe, accompanied. by lhe declaration
that lie was entilled to compensation.

CRIMINAL LAW - LÂRCENY -PLEADING-I.-NDICTMENT-SUFFICI-

ENCY 0P AVERMENT AS TO PROPERTY IN 0001)5.

In The King v. Stride (1908) 1 K.B, 617 the defendants were
indicted for stealinûg 1,000 pheasant's eggs, "of the goods and
chattels of and belonging to one Walter Gilbey." Il was con-


