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«'I arn in receipt to-day of your letter of 22nd May and
beg to accept saine as and from July 22nd being three
mionths' notice to terminate my services with you cnding
October 2,2nd which is the date of my sailing and entering-

eriewith you last year and is ini accordance witlh the
"Notce " paragraph contained i your letter of Septeinher

lGthl, 1910.1'
Thie plaintiff states that lie accepted the engagement

uipon the representations mnade by flie directors of the de-
fenidant company that the company had a very large number
of üustomecrs in Ontario with whom they were doing buSi-
niess; andI the plaintiff alleges thiat such representation waaS
to thev knowledIge of the defendant company false and ulitrue.

1 find upon the evidence that ai the representatioas
irnade by the directors of the comipany, so fair as sudh repre-
senitations were given in evidence, were substantially true;
and 1 flnd that thiere was an entire absence of fraud and
bail faith in tIce negotiationsl whicdh Led to the plaintiff's Cln-

Theplanti's lleedlozs on tbhs brandli of the case
will be feund in his particullars: commilissiton of 21 pý ler cent.
on sales, or $6.000 lier Iinonitl, wvhicli thev dircters assured(
t1c plaintiff would leq the( tuirnoer, 1cms comiîssion, on
set ual turnover nf 1,200 per nmonth.

Anyv suud loss by reasenl ofr alloed mnistepresenitation iS
flotcosstn with, plaintiff', letter 4f June tli, 1911, in
wloirt thie plailitiff >ays hle wol hve acccýptcd a. straighit

saay f$200a yc;ir In lieul of $1,000 al year plus 12½ pe r
cen cmmssonon turnover for Onitairo. Thli dliffere>nce

hetwcu i batplaitif!actullygot in) sa[larY alnd cmis
alilmi lat Il,- would i have ccepted after ail rpeenai

cem1piny' riuwdtsor atd dcilayed t4o fil] orolors- prcrc oY theý
plainitif! for gedi flndi that wh li t, Vîmes there Was
dvolay%. such dea opr refusal, if anyi refulsai, wvaq not intende'd
te) p)reýjudieo- phlitif! butl wals oeain in the( mnanag-emlent
of deriendant's business; andii the manaiiigementýr was; rao-

alfair iindq pruident aild wvithin whant t1wc defendant*'-
paxIY liad tlit righit te) do,) It wals in VIev interesýt of tlle
do-fendant -oiiiioinyý te) give Vo VhIe plaintiff reasonable suIp-
port sudj( assistanrceý; and( thjis in myi. opinion the dlefendant

(11ay i, se far ais -ons;istent with VIe defvindant's


