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property of hie, for property listed with the agent for sale or exchange,
and before the deal wua elosed between the agent and the prospective
purchaeer thé principal telephoned the agent asking if sny disposition Gf

* hie property had been effected and was replied. to in thé négative and then
said that ho withdréw the pr,-erty, but at or about the samne time hé
consummiated a deal for the s4uu. property wlth the prospective purchaser
ixpon negotiatiens made directly with the principal, the relationship of
vendor and pureha.ser wue held to have béen brought about by the agent
and the agent was therefore entitled tu the commission: Lalonde v.
CaravGaI, 14 B.C.R. 298.

An agent Se entitled to hie commission where ho introduced a pur.
rhaîer who obtainéd froni the principal P., option whlch he finally allowetl
to laps a.nd a amali portion of the property wau afterwards sold te
anothér person. the agent being paid a comission thereon and subie.
quently thé option holdér enteréd into negotiations with the ownér with.
oîut the intervention or knowledgé of the agent. although thé sale which
rpesulted was made at a price lese thal, the price offered through thé agent:
Lee Y. O'Brien, 15 B.C.R. 328.

An agent employed to sil ]and et a net price te the owner introduced
à purehaser to thé owner whom hé privately told thé prire ait which hé
offeréd it,, thé prieé quoted being highEx than thé net priée, and asked toi
hé Protected ini getting hie conmisien te whieh thé owner assentéd. Soe-
tinie aliter thtis interview, when théc agent was flot presént, thé purchaser
aïked the owné-r hie priée and thé latter gave the Mame price as the
price lie had offered it te thé agent and it was cold at that priée to this
piirehaeer. Thé agent was held te hé entitled tu recovér aa hic commission
the difféence hétween thé net price te thé owner stipulated in the agréa- A

ment of ageney and thé prire et which the agent effered it te thec pur-
chéaser: Rowinde v. Laegley, 16 B.C.R. 72, 17 W.L.R. 443.

An agent ia entitléd to a commission where hé proutucéd a purchaser
betwééri whom and thé owner it was agreed that upon thé paymént of a
certain priée, part of which was tn hé pald In esait, evérything nient withÀ,ii-
thé property just as it was with thé exception of certain pérelonal property
thén déslgnatéd and thé purchaoer afterwarde; got a certified chequé for
t hé ainiunt of thé cash payaient and tvas prepared te give thé saine te
thé ownér until thé latter expressed a désire toeéxclude othér persoinal
property frein thé sale whieh thé purrhaser would net aéeWe to unIèe a
reduction was made in thé price cf thé property which thé owner refuccd
fi) accède te end thé salé conséquently fell through; Cuthbert v. Casnipbell,

(R.C.î, 12 W.L]R. 219*.

An agent employéd tu seil lands at a speritled price who found a pur- pl
viasur willing to buy but at a much lims priée than the one specifléd.
but who waa nevertheless accépted by the owner who agreed to the re-
duetion In thé pricie, le entitléd te hic comimion on thé sale: Wolf v.
l'ait, 4 Man. LR. 59.

An agent la entitlpd te à rommiRion on the full priée wheirr haviîîg
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