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was the agreement, and reference was made te the e1
in bis letter te Osier of llth October, 1905, to the e:
that frein any payment that might bo made by the là
or any person for whom he was acting, a commission i
per cent. would ho allowed, the saine te be placed to
credit at the time the payment was made. But it seemas p
that the objeet of the stipulation as te placing it to Os'
credit was to protect the right of his as§ociates te shar
the commission. At the turne when that letter waýs wri
Glendinning was under the impression that Osier w"e
tendîng to purchase for himef, or for himself andl s
others, and Giendinning's idea wus to, provide for the pl
tiffs getting their coimmission ont of any moneys that ru
be paid directly by Osier or bis associates in a pureh
But these terms of the letter do, net apply -,rth preci
to the case of a person precured te deal directly 'with
defendants and to heceine a purchaser and make an ag
ment for himself.

The defendant McLeod's information, however deri
led hixu to understand the nature of the arrangement -%
the plaintiffs te be that they were to procure a pureha

The Chancelier found that ilanson came to, the defE
ants as a purchaser, through the instrumentality of
plaintiffs. They, deait with hum, made their ewn bjars
with hum, and, having done se, Glendinning wrote on
October, 1905, to the plaintiff Cavanagh as follews: "I
pleasod te ho able to, report to yen that we have close
deal with C. L. Hanson of Chicago fer 5,0 -$5
in cash, $15,000 in 90 days, and balance of $190,000 (tii
evidentiy à inistake in the sumn, which wus $220,000) iii
months. This is a good deal, and as soon as they &re si~
fied as to our titie the bank is to be instructed te pay, us(
the inoney held in escrew. I have written to, Frank asl
for instructions, me the commission you were to get." On
saine day ho wmete Frank (Hutehins> inforining hixu of
sale to Hanson, and saying, among other things, - '
wil kindly send'instructions as to what steps are to
taken to securo yen the 5 per cent. commission 1 g.e
oýff er." In the correspondence which followod, Hiitel
does e-xpress the plaintiffs' wîllingness te aecept a pori
of the first paymnent and te, wait «fer the remainder as
purehase money is paid. But this is based on the Clajin
ho allowed 10 per cent. instead of 5 per cent. On the wh


