
E9NGLISE CASES.

they had been seized, or apecificaly interfered with by the G1er-
nian authoritie@ or that they had net remBined in the pooeeWO)n
of uie conhigneffi. Part of thern had been placed by the con-
signece, with the consent of the plaintif, ini the eustody of a
bank for safe keeping, and there was no evidenee that the re-
mainder were r-%t still in the posession 4f thQ conaignees. The
Court of Appea' (7lady, and Bankes, L.JJ.>, held that the pol-
icy was on goode, and not on au adventure, and that the evi-
dence did not egftablish a lois under the policy, and the judg-
ment of Rowlatt, J., was therefore reversed.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT -REMUNEPATION--OMMISSION ON NET

ANNrAL RnOvITS-EXCMs PROFITS DUTY.

Thommç v. Hamlyn (1917) 1 K.B. 527. This was ail action
1, the plaintif as manager of defendant';! business to recover
hi iremuneration therefor, whieh it was agreed 8ho'ild be flfteen
per cent. of the net annua1 profits ihereof, and the sole question
at issue wag whether in emtiînating oucb profits the defendant8
were entitled first to deduet Imrm the profita the exceff profits
týýx imposed by statute. lbowlatt, J., who tried the action. held
that the a-efendanits were nlot cntitled to rhake the deduction
elainied.

PRINCIPAL AND AGFNT-DAmÀO.E OCCASIONEJ) BY UNTERUSA'F

OET F AGENT TO PRINCIPAL-MEASVRE 0F DAMA (iM

Johiiston, v. Braharn (1917) 1 K.B. 586. This was an ap-
peal froni the judgment of a Divigional Court (1916) 2 K.B.
529 (noted arite -ol. .52, p. 432). The action was hrnîight by a
principal a-gainfit bier agent for damnages occasioned by the
plaintiff being indneed to entcr into a contract with third par-
ties by the false representations of the agent. The Court of Ap-
peal (Eady. Bankes, and Serutton, L.JJ.), held that there was
evidence on whieh the Juàge at the trial could propcrly award
the plaintiff the sum of £20 for ber lois of time in addition to the
aetual oufflay inéurred by hier, and diRmiised the appeal.

'MASTFUt AND SERVANT-RAILWAY CI)M1ANY-.-LiABuii.TY FOR AcTs
OF C.EFRVA-N-T-'I)PLIED AUJTRORIIT-S.ANI)R *- ARRFS'r P-

PASSENGER.

Ormniçon v. Great 'We.tern Ry. (1917', 1 K.B. 598. The
p1aintiff %ý is the holder cf a first-elass se.ason ticket eîititling


