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legatees. On appeal the judgment of Russell, J. was upheld.

f.Estates munet remain contingent until there be a pereon having
al] the qualifications that the testator require% and completely

of answering the deecription given of the object of hie boiunty in
J. hie wiIll

on' Principal and agent-Sae-Burreptitious deafing by agent
11Ycf ont principaii with ether-principal Ayoïdanee of

af contract-Recovery of deposit.

tst Alexander v. Webler, 1922, 1 K.B. 642. Bray J. The orig-
Ii inal plaintiff ini thiq action agreed to buy from the defendants
or a moto)r car for £2250., subjeet to an examination by hie chauf-
ni feur. Ile paid a deposit of £250. Later he wrongfully repu-
th diated the contract, and would hav'e failed in. hie action to re-

S cover the deposit. During the pendency of the action he died.
e Ilis exeeutors, who were substituted as plaintiffs, disovered that
f the defendants had prornised the chauffeur a share of the profit

(I if his employer bouglit the car. It was held that even although
n the original .plaintiff had repudiated thxe contract before the

n f raud waâ discovered, yet the principle laid down by James, L.
J. in Panamna and South Pacifie Teleuraph Co. v. India Riibber
L.R. 10 Ch. 51.5, 526, applied, viz. "that any surreptitious deal-
ing between one principal and the agent of the other principal
ir, a fraud on &ueh other principle, cognizable in this Court.
That 1 take to be a clear proposition, and 1 take it, according
to my view, to be equally clear that the defrauded principal
if he cornes in time, is entitled, at hie option, to have the con-
-act rescinded, or, if he electe fnot to have it reecinded, to have

seh Cther adequate relief as the Court rnay think right to give
hin 'The plaintiff recovered bis deposit.

Arbitration-Rlght of each party to be present at hearig
of other party.

W. )Rarnsdon and Compmsj Li-mited v. uacobs, 1922, 1 K.B.
640. Bray J. In an arbitration held under an arbitration
clause in a contraet re.ipectin- thxe sdle of goods the arbitrators
obtained written statements frorn the parties, then asked them
separately to state their cases, eaeh in the absence of thxe others.
On a motion te set aside the award, it wvas held that this pro-

ceur as absolutely wrozng, and that even althoughi no objet-
tien %yas maade at the tinie, the award muet be set aside.


