
434 CADZA LAW JOUTRNAL.

of, --ad refusé to give effset to, any such'oontraot, and he theref ore
disrnisssd the action with cSotm. The defendante counterclainied
for repayinont of the. part of the commission which they had paid,
on the ground of failure of consideration, -and tliis also wus dis-
niisaed wiet coste.

PmOipL MD 'AGZNT--CKAETERARTY--CoNTRAGT BY PA.RY
fAs CEAUTERNRS "--CLAM 0F UNDISOLOME PRINCIPAL TO

BENEFIT 0P CONTRACT.

Redbk"t-ebo&izgei v. Rani (1918) 2 K.B. 247. In this case a
firm of Hansen Broo. had entered into a charterparty with the
plaintiff. In the charterparty Hanisen Bros. were d.escribed 'as
charterers" and by the terme of the charterparty the charterers
were to give the owners notice at which port and about which day
the vessel would be re.delivered. If dissatisfied with the officers the
charterers miglit make complaint with a view to changes being
made; and the "oharterers" were to furnish the captain from time
to Urne with ail necessary mestruçtions. The charterparty pro-
vided for arbitration in case of any disputes arising undeî' the
charterparty. On -ani claimed the benefit of the charterparty
as being the undisciosed principal of Hansen Bros., and claixned
the right te institute arbitration proceedings thereunder; the
present action was brouglit te restrain him from. taking such pro-
ceedings. Rowlatt, J., who tried the action, held that the contract
must be taken to have been mnade by Hansen Bros. as principals,
and that Hani was uiot entitled to intervene and claim the benefit
of it; that the words Ilas charterers " were nlot mere words of des-
cription, but a terni of the contract.

RAILWAY COMPANY-RERESHMENT ROOMS-OPTION OP ]RENTINci
-CoEIN ACTION-ASSIGNABILITY-UJNCERTAINTY-ULTRA

VIRES.

County Hotel aiwl Wine Co. v. London and N.W. Ry. (1918)
2 K.B. 2W. This wus an action Vo enfoece an optioni Vo rent Vhe
refreshnient roorna at a railway Station. The option was contained
in a lease for 999 years of a piece of land adjacent te the station,
whicn pro vided that the tenant or occupier of Vhe hotel to be
erected on Vhe demised premises shouid have the option of renting
the refreahient rooms at the station, subject te the rules Vo be
flxsd by '- committee for the management of the station. The
lease wau made in 185-3 by the defendanta' predecessors in titis of
the railway, and was made te Vhe plaintifsa' predeocssors in titie,
and the plainifs claimsd Vo b-3 entitled te Vhs benefit of Vhe option


