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PRACTICE —-SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPFAL TO PRIVY COUNCIL.

er’:he onl)./ point for which it will be necessary to notice St. Fohn's v. Ceniral
o taiont Railu’{ay Co., 14 App. Cas., 590, 1s one of pra.ctice. The appellant had
appelrlled Specllal leave to appeall to the Pr}vy Council on the groqnd that the
ang 0ant desired to raise a particular questac.m of greaF and general 1mport.ance,
the n the argument of the appeal the Judicial Committee refused to permit the
appellant to contend that no such question arose, and that the case turned
Pon 5 question of fact, on which the Court below was in error.

STATUTE—CONSTRUCTION OF—BONA FIDE PURCHASER,

Judl'w Utual Provjdent Soctety v. Macmillan_, 14 App. Cas., 592, is a decision of the

1cia] ‘?Ommlttee upon the construction of a Statute of New South Wales.
asenaCt In question enacted that a declaration made by an attorney that.he
pl’oofo I}Otlce of the rt.evocation of his power by death or otherwise, is conclusive
°°nsid0 non-revocation, wl'1en made to a 'bfma fide pu.rchaser for yaluable
Co On'e;atlon without notice. The ._]udlcn.al Committee (.aﬁ‘irmmg. the
teco 1al Court) held that a general verdlqt against a purchaser in an action to

Ver the property, was justified by evidence to the effect that the purchaser

”

a, .
‘ause to suspect, and did suspect, the truth of the declaration.
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AL AVERAGE-JETT!SON——-RlGHT TO CONTRIBUTION—REMEDIES OF OWNERS ON GOODS JETTI-
S
ONED—LIEN ON GOODS SALVED.

tmnst‘el V. Scott, 14 App. Cas., 601, is an important contribution to the exposi-
of the maritime law relating to jettison. In this case the Judicial Committee

¢ .
:zzrlbution for the loss of such goods as against the owners of gogds sa!ved
ang t}K:Ot' exFend to those by whose fault the safety of the §hxp has been imperilled
. neelj‘ettnson rendered necessary. Thus when the ship was strandeq through
ent; e(gi 1gence of the master, it was held that the owners. of the ship are not
cir. tf’ general average with innocent owners of the :iettlsoned cargo ; unle§s
Ord;}:‘.dmary relations to the shippers have been varied by contract. Their
go 1ps also hold that each owner (other than those in default) of jettisoned
€Comes a creditor of ship and cargo salved, and that he has a direct claim
Warg t}}e Owners of the ship and cargo respectively,. for a pro rata cpntribution
es 'S his indemnity which he canrecover by direct action, or by enforcing through
salvedlf Master, who is his agent for th.a.t purpose, a lien on each parcel of goods
Posig; o a_nswer the proportionate liability. It may be well to note that the pro-
°n laid down by Parsons in his Law of Insurance, vol. 2, p. 285, and in his
Cessa hiPPing, vol. 1, p. 211, to the feffect that when the jett%son is rendgred
tion, Ty through the default of the ship master, there is no claim foF contribu-
by thei‘:-t that the owners alone are liable to make good the loss, was disapproved

Lordships as not being supported by authority. ‘

against

oWn the following principle : That when goods are jettisoned the right of .




