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organisation and plan and system of management; and the

plan and system werc not, in mny opinion, faultY or sucli as

to entitie the plaintiff to, daviage for any alleged loss.

It is a fact that the plaintif! did not during the terni

of his enga ,.gemnent, prior to the 22nd of May, 1911, sell

enough cf the de(fenidant's goods to reaisonably juqtîfy the

expense of retaiining hiim in their employmcrit. ApparentlY,

with the except ion of one eomxni&.sioni in 1d1isp1)u te, the def end-

ant company has paid to the plaintif! s;alary iin fulil to the

22ndl October, 1912, and ail commissions whecn sucli commis-

sionis feul due. lf there were avY momsin ot due at

the time of issuing'ç thie Nrit herein, the plaintif! is entitled

to recOve(r su11, but not Îi th1is action.
It N-as not on flic trial scnthat any snb ommissions

were unpqaid. Vie ont, Ili dispute is thiat upon a sale of

W;1angaiw'Se steel cr~ingo thi Int,,rcolonial llailway. Th'le

ainount of flu prcas 1,v ic liitcrcolonial lli wa vs

$2,200, flic commnissionI on il 1owdb $3

1 accept the plaiintilf!'s statement, wliieh wasý thiat he (the

plaintif!) hadl heard that the Intercolonial llaiway )ac

this order t Ota a d plaintif! dlaims th1ci msson

as Ottawai is ln Ontario. Apart fr-or thc question of the

effect of limiting the plaint iff*s 1ertr,by tIc efdat'

manager in Canada, to, the Hue west of OttaNva, as I h1ave

mentioned, 1 am of opinion fIat tie sale toý tIc [nier-

colonial Ilailway of these steel crosings eannot 1wcosdee

as part of flic net tuirnover from Ontario. Tlîe dfîd

Company has mot raised any question as to coiimisiio n

any sales of goolds whîch could properly be called ar of

the province of Ointarlo turnover. There is n doiild in nîy

mind fIat a comision on tisi sale would 1av,-en paid

ny defendants il aplc for and if suit not pendling.

On the 1sf of Septeýinher, 1911, tlîe plaintif! 'sas relîeved

troni further work, Lne is agreement. li; as ld by

the manager " Your hîolidays sfart fii romi( tody wdili

continue until the termination of your aigreemenrt mîth this

conîpany; and under these circistainees- we shiah mof pay

you any further mioncys for travelling expIenses after to-day,

which please note."
The plaintif! was asked to return ail books, staitionery,

etc., the property of the company; and tItis presumably lic

did, as no question was raiscd about it at the trial.

The plaintif! was paid ail commissions to the end of bis

tenn. If was not shewn that the plaintif! could bave ob-
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