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in respect of the property; and that a week afterwards, the purchase wua
oompleted, a sale of property ls brought about In consequenee of an intro-
duction by the estate agent and le treceable thereto so as to entitie him to a
commission. Re Acale; Bâl poirte Durran J MNorreil's Bankruptey Cases 37.

Five years aftar the owner of an estate had emplo, -d real estate brokers
to seli it at a minimum pricè fixed at a spec1fied sum, a certain person
applled to the agents for infrrmation regardlng another estate. In reply
lie %vas sent particulars flot only of the property inquired about, but of
ailiers i-icluding the one tiret above mentioned. of which hie tbought wefl
but tonsidered the price too high, and negotiationii ceased in that regard.
Tbree years after, the saine person applied ta the came brokers for par-
ticulars regardlng the sanie propcrty aîîd obtained them and was urged by
the agents to miake an offer for it, but hae did not do sO. Somewhat mocre
than a year thereaftcr the sanie person inerted in a newspaper an adver-
tisement for estateg of the description he desired, and stion after hae raceived
fromn the owner of tlie property first mentioned a latter callinig attention to
it, on which negotietions followed between them, resultlng in the sale of
the' property to such person et a price xnuch legs than the minimum price
set by the owner when hoe employed the real estate brokers to sell it. In an
aetion bý the agents againat the owner 'ir commission, it was held that
thieir exertions, as duly aithorized agents of the seller, did to a material
degree contribute to the sale of the egtete to the' purcheser. nnd. therefore,
that they %were entitled to a commissgion on the price at which it wes qoldi:
Il' (1kcr v. Froser's TriEsters, [1910] Scot. L.H. 222.

An agreement with auctioneers provided that if the property should not
lo- solil at nuction but shouid be sold %vithin, *"sey,"* tvo months afterwerds,
to a purchaser who lias been found Iby menu% of tht' agents' adveýtisen1ents
or pustetrs or introduction, theu the agents were to rec'eive haif of the coin-
mission they would have received if the property lied beau sold at auction,
ant inht if a sale should take place aither before the gale under the bammer
oir before a specifled date, thîe usuel commission %vas to be peid to the
agents, sucb conmmission to include ail out-rif-pocket expenser. and tint if
theŽ property remlained unsold at sncb date, then no charge of any descrip-
tior whether for out-of-pocket exlwnes; or services, was to be mae by the
agent. The agent's commission ivas held ta ha payable on the property
being knocked down to a purchaser et auction, who signed a contract and
paid a deposit, though subsequently the contract wes resc!nded by the
veudlor ini consequence of a reqîîlsitlon helng made by the purchaer wvhich
the veîîdor could not conipiy with: Ski~nner v. Aedrcw&. 54 S.J. ai(,. 26
Titneî L.R. 340 (C.A.>.

Ini an action for damages by a commnission agent for wrongftully prevent-
ing hlm from earning his commission. the damages recoverabie where
nothing remained to b.e done by the conimission agent to entltla in te his
c .nnilsion If the transaction had goale through, are the full emount of the
commission whichlihe ivould have earnad: Roberts v. Bartuard, 1 Cab. & E. .v


