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PRINC1PAL AND AGE.NT--DAmAGE ocCAsio-NED BT UNTRUE ST'ÂTE-
MENT MADE BY AGENT TO PRINCIPAL-MEFASURE 0F DAMA&GES.

J1ohriston v. Brohain (1916) 2 K.B. 529. This was an action
by a principal against her agents to recover damages occasioned
l)y the plaintiff being induced to enter jaf o a contraci nwing to
the false representations of the agentýs. The defendants aet-ed as
the plaintiffs agent in the leasing of a theatre for a wcek, under
the contract which was made -with the Suitu Company Ltd., she
was to he entitled to, 60 per cent. oif the gross takings for the week
commenring Nov emher 29. 1915, she uiîdertaking to pay the
salaries of certain artists amounting to £64> for th 'e week. The
pU~ntiff w-as indured to enter intc the contract on the defendants'
represeltât io)ns 'hat the gross takings at the theatre were £250
a weck. It <lid not appear that this representation had beeîî
mnade fraudulently. but it was made mithout reasonable and
sufficient înquir-v. The plaintiff found that the total takings for
t he week were 1)1lv £68 Ils. M., and she incurred £35 13s. 0d!.
expensts for ho-r cornpany; she claimed to recover that um,
together wvith £38 for the egtimate(i profit she would hatve made.
had the represPntations, heýen true. The County Court Judge
w-ho xried the action gave her judgment for the £3.5 13s. 0(1.
plus £:à) for loss ofi time. in ail £55 13s. Od. On appeal by the
defendants it was held by the Divisional Court (Rowlatt &
Sankev. JJ.) that thouglh the £20 woffld not Le recoverable as
for loss of estirnated profits, it woffld Le properly recoverahle as

aco,ew e,;tion for losa; of time, and th,- appeal was dismiF.sed.
('f[ HARTERPARTY - VOYAGE fl-,VOIN,G EIR

CAPTU-RE -115K OF 11EING ArrACKFD Bv SUBILARINE.

Re Toimeiold & Finn? Friis ',1916) 2 K.R. 551. This w-as a
case siateti lb aii arhîrrator on the (onstrIIctiofl of a charter-

p:,rtv whic-h provi(le( tliat "no voyage Le un<lertaken tit(! no
docuiments, goods. or l)els<ns siiippe(- I th.it would involve risk

Thc charturjxarty wvas n.ve in 1912 aiid, o>f couirse, it in con-
teinp~latioii of Lie pres;ýnt war, and the, question arose whether the
risk which th-" vesenight 'fleur of lieinig sunk by a (lermia1,

suttn.ie J..:gis with th eiuso .,~thceare juigeb)Ivi, inotoe rvsli

would be put ting too fine and te( tiil à meaning wn hue words,


