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#&tr4I1ed the rule, that if a person employa. 'l
803ther to, do certain work for him as hie agent e

*'hOther persons, and does not choose tu a
itaquirxe what the amount is, he must know the S
OMUary amount which agents are in the habit. 'y

Of cargng.There a shipowner, 'who for 3
Years had employed a firm to effect 8

nhlIItLaCes on his shipa, and from. time to tinie t
hadMsettled accounta without lnquiriiig as to the

eso yWas held not to be entitled to cai uponI
th" firrn for an account of deductions made to, i
the firin, viz. : 5 per cent. brokerage, and 10

1ýtcent.- discount for cash, payments wbich
he4 beeni allowcd by the under'writers on each
4UUaction.

'& sOicitor had been originally employed by
t'o take proceedings in respect of certain

fihaes n acomanyof which lie WMs a director.
Ir'cOlr3qunceofthose proceedinga the solici..

tut Obtained certain checks from the liquidator

~ i6 Company in exchange for shares. H1.
11.4 deposited the certiflteates with the solicitor

4a ecurity for costa, none of which had been
Xand subsequently transferred bis shares,
*tlnotice of the solicitor's lien, to the plain-
t'fThe retainer was continued by the

plaintiff5,, who now claimed the checks free
Ir%1 auY lien for charges due from H. The

Con held that the solicitor was entitled to a
tiel lUPOn them for his costs of ail proceedings

%teuf'it the company in respect of the shares :

'rh Oeiea Sh Trust Company v. Chapman,

Articles of association atate the arrangement
betvweeln the members; they are an agreement

80eIoCÏ, and do flot constitute a contract
hteenl the eompany and third parties. Hence,

Wbe articles contained' & clause in which it

a~ stated that the plaintiff should le solicitor
tu t-he Cinlpany, and should transact ail the
legal business of the company, and ahould not

ie en1OvTed from his officéexecept for iniscon-
4tt it Was held that the plaintiff could not

,llgan 'action againat the, company for breach
' ýOiitM!at in not employing hirm as solicitor:-

lte'-The Positive- &c. Atssurance Company,(
, ~x. Div., 20, 88. In'the Court of Appeal,

tor'airns reserved hie judgment as to~
WVhether blîch a clause ie olinoxtous to the

P'lldIPies by which the court are governed W*
dedldng On questions of public policy, but'

oetedthat it wau a grave question wLethér'

uch a contract la one that the courts would

nforce. It is probable, too, that the contract

lleged by the plaintiff did not aatisfy 'theý

tatute of Frauda. A question of some noveltY

vas raised in Hingston v. Wendt, 1 Q. B. Div.,

67, which was decided in 1876, viz: ivhether

ship captain and his agent, who made an ex-

raordinary expenditure for the purpose of

;aving a cargo, and which did save the cargo,

iad a right to, detain the 'whole of the cargo, if

t belonged tu one owner, tili the whole was

paid or secured; or, if the cargo belonged to

severa1 owners, to- detain each part of the

goods so saved tili the contribution in respect

of that part was paid or secured. The court

answered this question in the affirmative, ai-

though the charges were incurred without

express authority from the owner.

An indorsement of a check, per procuration,

or as agent, is an endorsement purporting to, le

by the payee within 16 & 17 Vict., c. 59, s. 19,
s0 as ti) protect the banker paying it, though

the person making the endorsement hau no

authority to endorse: Charles v. Blackwell, 2

C. P. Div., 15 1; 46 L. J., 368, C. P.
The agent of a foreign government'is not

liable as such to any action, nor will a plaintiff

be allowed to, sue a foreign government indi-

rectly by making its agents in this country

defendanta, and alleging that they have money

of the government which they ouglit to apply

in satisfaction of the plaintiff's dlaim: Twy-

cross v. Dreyfus, 5 Ch. Div., 605; 46 L. J., 510,

Ch.; 36 L. T. Rep., N. S., 752.
SWhere a solicitor exnployed by the trustee

for sale of an estate, his duty beirtg to, receive,

the purchase nioneys and pay them into the

trustec's banking account, received large sumo'S

and died insolvent, having paid such sumo into,

his private account, and his banking accout

at his death showed a large credit, Principally

made up of specific sums 'which corresPOnded

with receipts by him on account of sales of the

trust estate, the Court of Appeal held that those

tpecific suma would be followed by the trustee,

and there could not be a set-off alleged in res-

pect of sumo alleged to have been paid such

solleitor; on account of the trust estate.

The promoters of a comPafly, who malce

rraptesentàtionh in a prospectus, and invite the

cobnfidence of the persons to, whomlit is address-

ed,.tontract fiduelary relations with such per-


