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Ji.,) that it was, and that the plaintiffs were
entitled to recover.

POINTMXNT OP MASAOER ANIEUVRDWAG
or SNRVANVS.

Rei. . Tite Explosives Company, îg Q. B. D.
264, le another decision of the Court of Appeal.
The plaintif! ivas ini the ernployment of the
defendant company under a contract which
provided that bis employzuent might be deter-
mined by a six nmonths' notice. The company
having got into difficulties, a manager and
receiver was appointed by order of the Chan-
cery Division, at the instance of the debenture
holders of the company. The plaintif!, by the
instructions of the manager, continued for
inore.than six înonths to discharge hie former
duties at the saine salary. l'ho business wvas
then sold to a nev company, and the plaintiff
was dismissed without notice. he action
wvas then brought for wrongful dismissal. But
the Court of Appeal (affirming Manisty, J.)
field that the appointmnent of the manager and
receiver operated as a discharge of the ser-
vants of the comnpany, and that the plaintif!
therefore could flot recover.

The court while holding that on the appoint.
ment of the receiver there wvas a wroagful dis-
inissal by the defendant company, for which
the plaintif! would have hiad a right of action
if nothing furLher had occurred, yet held that
as the plainitif! had been etnployed by the re.
ceiver for a period of time equal to the timo
agreed on for notice of dismissal, he had oui-
ployinent of equal value to that which lie had
lost, and had therefore sustaiued no damage.

BILL OP 5à~-SFI!NyOF DEScalIProN OP
CIZATTELS.

In Witi v. Baitier, îg Q. B. D. 276, it was
held by Wills and Granthiam, JJ., under the
Buis of Sale Act, 45 & 46 Vict. c. 43, s. 4, which
provides that ever), bill of sale is void, except .1
as against the grautor, in resp et of chattels
flot specifically deseribed in the schiedule
annexed thereto, that a d.gscription of Ilfour
hondred and fifty oil paintiing-3 in gîlt frames,
three hundred oil paintitig3 unframned, Aifty
water colours in gilt fraixis, tweflty water
colours unfrarned, and t.wenty gilt frames,11
'vas îîot a sufficient description.

Noue of the cases iii the Probate Division
require notice here.

oOMPANtl-POOTE- tRES0WMN TIb.
OATEg-RISLU TO OOWIT-IOX RT RATox..
SltcT ROFIT - PatINCIpAL AND AGRWF - sALE Or
AGENT S PUOPBBTT TO PRINCIPAL,

Proceeding now to the cases in the Chan.
cery Division, the first to be noted is Ladywfll
Mining COrn$PagY v. Brookes, 35 Chy. D. 400, in
whicii the Court of Appeal affirmed. the deci.
sion Of Stirhug, J-, 34 Chy. D. 3c)8, noted aute
P. 164. This was one of those cases in which
an atteînpt was made to fix the difendants
with liability for profit made by them on a sale
of property ta a comnpany, on the ground of an
alleged fiduciary relationship.

On the ist February, 1873, five persans (one
of wvhoin was a solicitor and conducted the
negotiations) purchiased a leasehold mine for
£5,ooo, with a view ta selling it to a company
to bc thereafter forined, but at that time no
stops hiad been taken to formn the conmpany.
The purchaso was completed on î7th March,
1873, and the purchase money paid ont of
their own moneys. On the 4th April thev
entered into a provisional contract with atrustee for an intended comipany for the sale
of the mine to the company for £i8,ooo.

On the 8th April the conipauy was registered
under the Coiupanies' Art, its principal object
as stated in the articles of association being
the piirchase of the mine. The contract of 4th
April %%,as.idopt cd, aud four of the vendors w(,ro-
namned as direc -)rs; but the contract of thc
ist February, 1873, was not disciosed to the
company. The share capital, '30,000, was paid
up, and ont of it the vendors were paid the
£ î8,oo. In î88z the comnpany was wound
up, and the facts relating to the purchase of
the mine by the vendors hecaine known to the
company. Iu 1883 the conipany suffered
judgment ta go against themi by default in an
action by the lessor to recover possession of
the i ne. Iu 1884 the company commenced
this action against tw( surviving vendors, and
the representatives of throe deceased vendors,
ta reco-ýer the secret profits made on thie sale
of the mine to the company, on the ground
that the vendors stood in a fiduciary relation
to the company. But the Court of Appeal
agreed wîth Stirling, J., that the evidence did
not establish that the vendors, when they pur.
chased the mine, were promoters of, or in a
fiduciary position towards, the company which
was ultimately formed; and that even assom-
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