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'VUXI)ON MACHINE TOOL CO.-MIDDLETON, J.- JAN. S.

and Agent-Agent's Commission on Sale of Assetsel-54np*%Y-Employment of Agent-Introduction of Pur-
4"dent Commission Agreement- Termination-

Jieruit.1-Action by an agent to recover commissionn'the 1113 101 the assets of the defendant company to the

Y Corporation, called "the merger." The
OOMPal'Y was a family concern, one Yates and his

1ýg ille bulk of the shares. On the 14th July, 1911
t6etiatilànS had been proceeding for some time and a ten-

had been arrived at), a memorandum of agree-
Plaintiff and Yates was drawn up and signed,

Yates agreed with the plaintiff "to pay him the fol-

In the event of the London Machine Tool
being Mûrged with the Canada Machinery Corpora-

London Machine Tool Company getting in pre-
eb"11ý the amount of their surplus and a bonus of

of common stock, . . . F. T. Strong is to
-0

à Of common stock as commission, and also,
'bf tlle London Machine Tool Company receiving%ha,-es -lu exeess of $112,000 worth, twenty per cent.

iffio
,jz M be delivered to P. T. Strong. This agree-

uP011 E.,G. Yates being able to retain the con-le London Machine Tool Company, and also con-
eing through." Thereafter, a formal.was.'. e"eO'Qted between the company and "the

4he 291th July, 1911; this was upon the
Ve agl*eement and in accord with the expecta-lia

ývhen the agreement of the 14th Jul was1ý e .y
Tn lger" refused to carry out the agreement
and the defendants were advised that they

The defendants, after further negotiations
tlle absence of the plaintiff abroad, sold

at the bett priee that could be obtained.
be"ýg 11SUrPlus olver the $112,000 of stock, the

only *55,000 in bonds and $40,000 in cash;

tO Pay $18,OW as being the exoess of
The plaintiff eontended that

whieh the agreement of the
b'ýe11U»e it Was the defendants' own fault

29th July tu=ed out to be unenforce-
'V£&jýUed that Strong was entitled to

inrPlUB but a deficit. MmD1j=xý, J.,
Reeepted the Plaintiffs services


