
I)fNHAM r. PAIC'JK.

Tlhe appeal was heard 1w Boyin. C_ .. M ,EE and LATCdupOhnî

Ji.

6. S. GPibbons, for the defendant.
P. H. Bartlett, for the plainiff.

Bovi,. C., set ont the facts ait lengti), slîewing that the plainltîif
liad been-i for seven years i n tire exnployment of the defendlaît a,
eoiiidential assistant in his- (the defendant*s) business of raîing
and selling a highi breed of sheep-: that the plaintifT, in the colirse
of his (tiles, was frequentl'v iii the defendant's dweiling-hotise
when the defendant hinîself was absent frorn hontie; that the de-
femidats faniil 'v an(] lionseiold eonsisted of bis wife. bis dangliter.
voungeýr children, ani a iinaid-.-ervant, that tIre ilefendant, froin
thle piaintiff's owfl affiiission or boasting, believed that the plain-
t iff bIr f heen guil t 'v of two acta of imjnorality, one Comniitted iii
the defen-idants lioîr'zi thiat one of tbese was flot denleil by thie
plainif., w ho explained it as "an accident."

The aet not denied in tlie plaintiff was s.aiid fo have occurruti
4hurtIy after lie entered the defcîidant's service. buit was relatvil
v, thie'defendant onlv a few days before thedinsa.

Tlile Chaîncellor said tliat. judgling fromin theIrolc of the ivÎ

dentie, 1i shîould deeni the defenîiînt to be miore worIlhy of credit
fian theg plaintif; but, taking it doit only the fi r.s statlementi was
inaidi-, Ihe waiý niot able to agree, with tire v ew o! tire law \vlrwl .1 reý-
quiires the master to keep a servant M11o sio h.o(astt,"* iii bîis emi-
fideintial service. . . . That the ournewlîateer il 'vas.

ripedeight years ago, and that it wvas nipparently anl isol.îied1
eidein thre servantfs Iîistory, are bv PO 11iiMSu qUifficient eNcill

pationis in a legal point of view-if the îîaster', kîmowledge i biit
recent, as in this case....

r lieference to Lornax v. Aýrdiîrg. 10 Ex. 734, 736. Pearve v.
Foszter. 17 Q. B. 1). 536, 542 : Clonston & Co>. Lîiited v. ('orrv.

rim06 A. C. 12'2, lit p. 129; Blister v. London and ('otrtt
Priniting Wo18~l991 1 Q. B. 901, 904: Boston D>eep 'Sea
Filsingi and Iee C'o. v. Ariscll. 39 C'h. D. 339, ai, ppi. 358, 36~3. 370:

Bronekr,4 tC. & 1'. 518; Plend v. Dunsîîiore, 9 C.& P.

Tie jmister nia v well bave inferred flirt the- mid of tuie
serant~vrîlwhliîgwitli sathsiacion on this indecent oiccurreive

-and veyosoei iin referenee to it though lie onily knedw ,f
it sliotl 'v befie( the disîs'aI. The plaintifT wvas jmirdged froi
his ownvi adiIIssions cr boastings. and flie imisfteoiouh hlii a
perFon of lewd ind aîîd habit whorn it was- flot des-irable to admoit
iiifi tho fainily (ircle. 1 cannot a(,'eounrt this:iý fo v bu etng too


