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An agent Ja not entitled to any remuneration in respect of a trans.
action in wkich b. bau been guilty of any misconduct or brech of faith
towards hie principal and therefore a recovery of commission will b. denicd
a compstny In business as a rma1 estate brolcer, where it appears that
the owner of the property employed the company to oeil thie same, the
Ji, ting thereof being donc by a rlerk, who introdueed to the owner anotiier
clerk of the company, as a gentleman reeently arrlved from Englsnd and
anxious to buy property; that in the negotiations that foiiowed the owner
set a certain price which the intending purchaser having been previousiy
informed by bis fellow-clerk that the property could be bought for a les
sum, refused to pay, and that the cf her cierk without disclosing that he
and bis cozupanion were in the agents' >M"lc and that'tii. intenc'ing pur.
chaser bad seen the. listing or had been told the minimum figure at wieh
the owner would self, took part in the discussion that was going on
between the owner and "the gentleman from Engiand," and acting as wcil
for the seller as for the buyer, brought the parties together, with tihe
resuit that the owner agreed to acept the minimum prie, but afterwards
repudiated the contract. Oenadua Financier&, Ltd. v. gong Wo (13.C.j,
iD.L.R. 38.

To the sanie effect are MfoLead Y. Higg~ifh4m, 18 W.LR. 298 (B.C.>;
Myergcough Y. 3lerrili, 12 O.W.R. 399-, Price Y. Mot ropolitan Hovie In-
pestment and4 Ayency Go., 25 Times L.R. 630(CA>

Wbere a land agent in the course of his employment after negetiating
ith an intending purchaser effcted a sale by having land of the. pur-

chaser taken ln part satisfaction of his principal% prie after the agent
onc bis demand had been paid by thie purchaser a commission for effeeting
such exchange, of wbich payment his principal was aware and made no
objection to bis retaining if and the principal afterwarde negotiated with
the agent for a setMoment of bis remuneration, the principal cannot
afterward in an action by the agent for his commission set off the sum
paid the ag.ixt by the purcbaser: VuIvrmcefl v. Cm pton, 31 U.C.C.P. 342.

The owner of land who, before h. cloaed the transaction, was informei
by one of the Intendlng purchasers that the agent he had euiploeod te sel
the sanie was te b. paîd by the purchasers a certain aumn cf money if
the siale was compieted, cInnot, after he went on and effeeted the. sale.
recove r the comnmission b. paid the agent: Webb V. 3feDormott, 5 O.W.R.
586, afirming 3 O.W.R. 644, whlch reversedl 3 O.W.R. 365.

Caej in ivkicb the R.ght Co
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