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in India. The defendants aise urged that the that they were principals for the purpoSü of
charges made were usual on the part of those packing, and sucli like charges, and were en-engaged in similar business, and an attempt titled to make a reasonable charge for so doing,wau made to support fuis pretension by the and which, he could allow them when theexainination of other commission mierchants mnatter came into Chambers. That circum-whose etatements tended to show something of stance, however, did flot alter the main rela-tbe kind alleged, but not au establjshed usage tionship between the parties, which was that of'that would justify the Court in sustaining the principal and agent, any more than if they:hs.defendants' plea. The case ivas evidently feit employed a packer to do the work.
to ha of immense importance, for able counsel An appeal is intimated, but the decision'Offrom the Common Law bar were retained for the Master of the Rolle is s0 obviously foimdedthe defence, includiug the Attorney-General on justice and common sense that there in noand Mr. Benjamin. Five days were spent Tesson to believe that it will be disturbed. Thein hemring the case, and the judgment pro.. suit bas, (been watched with much interest innounced. by the Muster of the Boils oceupied England, and the decision has caused a flutterthree houre in delivery. The resuit of this in some circles. The Tirne8 blute pretty plalnlyelaborate examination was that the accounts that a great many other agents of varions kindswere ordered to be opened for investigation Of are in the Saine boat with the Barbour Brothers.the long series of charges. The Judge re- ciThe vigorous language of the Master of themarked that accounts in such circumastances Itols,' it remarks, "(wiIl carry consternationware alwayB ojfèned more readily when the per- int.o some highly respectable counting-houssons stood in a fiduciary relationship te each and will excite vague terrera in the breat ofother, and the Court would re-,open an account more than one merchant prince. When a-mianas between a principal and his agent when a agrees to act as the, agent of another fôw asingle instance of fraudulent overcha.ge could specified reipuneration, and, as agent, buysb. shown. The question at thîs time was not goods for his principal, aud wheu hie putsdo'hto ascertain the exact state of the account, but in lis invoice a higher price than hie actÜallvta decide whether the Calcutta firmn had made paid, are we not to cail hie conduct f raudaientl?ont a suifficient case of frauduleut overcharges Whatý can be urged te take the charges forta justify the Court in re-opening the account. iusurances which were neyer effected out of theOn this point hie Lordship ivas very clear. Iu category ot fraud ? What is-to be said la dé-bis opinion the grounde tbat had been provee fence of the profits made by the agents uponwere fourfold more than enough ta open the discouunting their principals, bills, the chargesaccounts. The defeudants, in fàct, djd flot dis. for interest that neyer aecrued, the suppressionpute that au extra charge l'ad been made lu of the trade discounts allowed which ought'toalmoist every item. After enumerating the have gone to the credit of the principal? Ifvarlous heade of complaint, bis Lordship said agents are ta exact profits in this way, it Muetthat as ta the insurances there was no dispute be'with full notice ta their principale, and notthat the defendants had been directed ta mesure in reliance on the latter's possible acquaintaficeand had cbarged the insurance, although they with a disputed, or, at best, an ill-defined eus-had nlot actuaily done so for the amounts repre- tom. But it may te safely Faid that no dom-sented. They had aie chargod for premiums mission agency in the world would venture t>and for policies which were neyer paid. As to propose ta do business on terme including thethe discounts, too, the mnatter was practically ri ght to- charge for iusurane's that were neveradmitted. The defeucee to the charges which effected, and for interest on money that liedwere not admitted were eomnewhat curious. never accrued."

Thre defendants denied their aigencY except forthre purpose of buying, as an attempt had been THE BENcii AND UNIVEaSITY' HoNoias.-The
Mlade te show that as soon as the defendants Solicitor8 Journal says:
had bought the relation of Principal and agent . "Some of Our contexuporaries who attacked

cee.As ta that the Judge was of opinion tercent judicial potmnonhegud0f the learned Judgt's vaut of Universitythat they bouglit and forwarded as agents, but *distinction were probably unaware that ôgly a-


