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tion and the arbitrato'- decided tliat the
charter-party (^aine to an <.nd. On appeal
Atkni J. reversed tliis decision ;3I T.J^ K
^^401. In furtiier appeal tliis decision" was
affirmed il91(S, I K.B. 485

; [Vl T.L.K. 201
;

191(1, W.N. :r, and then foihnved the appeal
to the Honse of Lords upiiokhnj.' llie Conrts
below.

Tiu' jnd-ment of Lord Lorcbarn has
already been set out (see p. :^4 ante.)

'IJi^- <^-ises of Af^piehy x. .1/v.t.s. and
hrell V. Hauy were refernd to in another
r(xent case, where the facts were as follows;

The plaintiffs, a nnisj,- J,aii agenc\

.

entered into ;in agreement witli the defend-
ant by which it was agreed that in consi-
deration of the plaintiffs having introduced
the defendant to Harrv Ri(Jiard's Tivoli
Iheatres, Ltd., of Australia, and having
procured for her a 12 week>' engageuK-ntm Australia with that companx- to begin
on or alKHit Sei^tember 1915 at a uvekl\-
salary. the defendant would pax to the
plaintiffs a commission of 10 per cent, on the
•salary accruing from the (engagement. The
agreement i)roxided that should the enga-<-
nient not be fulfilled owing to default on
the part of the defendant other than certitied
illness the commission should be paxable as if

the engagement had been duly fulfilled.

When the time came for the defendant
to go to Australia .she refused to go for fear
of submarine attacks on the vo\age. She how-
ever arranged xvitli the Australian eoinpan>-
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