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PRINCIPAL AND AGENT-SEcRET PROFIT-RiGHIT OF AGENT >IISCONDUCTING
HINSELF TO COMMISSION.

And/rivs v. Ramsay (1903) 2 K.B. 635 lays down a very whole-
some rule, which ought to tend to fair and honest dealing by
agents. The strange mental obliquity whereby an agent employed
by bis principal for a certain purpose. conceives bîmself also
entitled to make a profit out of the transaction unknown to his
principal, is an insidious evil that needs to be rooted out ; bence-
forth, anl agent wvho enters on that slîppery path should know that
bis principal may niot onily recover from him the secret profit hie
lias treaclierously 'ciideavourecl to secure, but also any compensa-
tion lie înav have retained wvith the assent of his principal and
wbicli lie %vould have been legitiînately entitled to, had lie acted
honestly. In short, according to the judgment of the Divisional
Court (Lord Alversto,îe, C.J., and Wills and Channeli, JJ) an agent
wbo inakes a secret profit renders; hiniseif liable to anl action by
bis prinicipal to recover not only his illegitimà,e gains, but also the
lcgItiinate rewvard lie mi-gbt otberwise have been entitled to.

INSURANCE-BRACII 0F WARRANTY BY SIIIPOWVNER-WVARRANTY OF SEA-
N%-LRTIIINES;S--NFCLIGENCIL 0F MASTER-PROXIMATE CAUSE 0F L.OSs.

ln Gr-eewck Siteal,sliip Co. v. .Aariiime bIs. Co,. (1 903) 2 K.B.
0;7, tdic Court of Appeal bave affirrned the decision of Bigbain, J.

(13)i K.B. 367 (noted ante vol. 39, P. 357.)
bILL 0F LADINO -HARTER A~CT (ACT OF *CONGRESS OF U.S.A. 1893)-" FALLTS

(IR ERRORS IN MANAGEMENT 0F VESSEI.'"

In Rintson v. Aelantic T?-(îzsPOrt CO. (1903) 2 K.B. 666, tlue
Cîurt of Appeal bave also affirmed the judgment of Kennedy, J.

( 93 K.B. 1 14 (note(] ante vol. 39, P, 192). Ini thuis case it may
he rcrnenibered the action %vas brouglbt to recover damiages to a
cargo occasioned by the mnismnana renent of the refrigcrating
al)laratLis, wh'ich Kennedy, J. bield to be " an error in the manage-
ment of the vesse'l," for which, under the bill of lacling, the owlners
werc rcspoilsible.

COMTRACT-SipEci:.IC PERFORMANCE - FAii.tRr op CONSII)ERATION-OBJECT OF
E, ý'TIRINU, INTO CONTRAC'r FRUSTRATED-DEmisE, OF siii,' REitDiArION
OP CONTRAUT IIEFORE TIME FOR PERFORMANCE.

Herne Bay, Steaiboal Co. v. iultion (1903) 2 K.B. 683. This,
and thie two folloNving cases, arise out of thc postpotinent of the
coronation festivities. Ili thuis case the defendants entered into anl
agreemnent ini writing %vith the plaintiff, wbereby it %v'as agreeci thuat


