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an<i no offensive rt-present.ations of living persons shall be 8hown."
Provided also 'That no film shalh bc exhibited if notice that the
justices qi. c. the licenising authoity) objert tu such film has
heen given to the lcne.

Ir, eensequence of the notice, the Hippodrome gave notice
tu th'e plaintiffs that the film in question could flot be, and it
w-as îîot exnibited. Horridge. J., who tried the action, held that
the ie:ning of the condition xvas that the licensing authority
migl't give notit-- nf objection to any film where they had bonn

ithe judicial exercise of their discretion, corne to thc con-
chison tat lle ilmývtsobjetioablecil-ome one o oeo

thec grounds mentioned therein. and thiat. s0 interpreted, the con-
i't ioii w.is riî'asonable and val'd. Ani that even if thc condition

wc-re unrt.isonable. the plaintiffs hiad no cause of ýcfion because
there wvas no evidence that the (lefenulants had knowingly. or for
thuir ovni en:ds. inducc<i the Hi»podroine to commit any action-

ab'wrofg. Thle act ion therefore faile-d, and wvas dismissed with
o-t'S as' betweeýi solicitor ani rhiviit.

ANCE- > ('PE1tVEN1NI.;Lf.hiv(UN MEHU 11.

St. En Sh ppiiv, Co. v. I>hrsphfr Ilin ig (i). (1916> 2
K iB. 624. This -;trik s îus as a soinewhat liard caIse, whieh,
t b- îîîgh it ma:i be ii w . «does fot appe:îr Io he justice. The fact,
wi-ri- that t lic ow-ners of at Brit ishi ship agreed to c..rrv- goods
fimi Florda Io Hanburg. (il .Xîgust :3, 1914, the shilp sighted
tut- Lizar<i anud was warnie< 1) the Britisli Admiralty tu take
the good.is ti -.n Englii lx)rt. On the following day war ,was

deLrN etweî-n G~reat Brit:1in and G many and the further
.o.-t uno of t.hi- Voya~ge- L lanîburg becarne iicgai ail(, im-

psil.The1 (cargo \vas therteupoîîi dis-bargecl at Rdncorn and
depieiited w-îth w-areliouseinen, sîîbjeet to a lie-) claimed by' the

shioîversfor freigbt. 'Pli owriers of the cargo discharged the
lieni unider prot-st and took the goods. îiever having assented t()
an.v :lteratioii iii the terîns of the contract of carrnage. The
actioii wà, Lrought hy the siîxxners claîming a declaration
thbat thlu-v wret eîîtitled to the frright iii whole, or at ail evelts
for a Ipropo)rtio)naite part thervof, ini respect of the part of the
vo ' age actuallv Coinp11leted. Rtowlatit, .1., however, who tried
tbf- avt ion, hiel( that the plaintiffs weeentitled i'. ither to the
whob' f.-eight, i) )r to any lpropoxrtionat4, part thereof bv way of
quaiiiiiiii riwru if, and thle act ion wvas t herefore <ijssef .


