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father thft he wi1l accept $12 per acre for the }Ieadingly faim,
As yon know, James Scott b~ is this farîn in hand for sale and 1
have written to him. to take the rnatter iip wth yoii, NVill yel
therefore pleame eall on himn and arrange regarding Qomiingjion
as, of course, T anot Rffrd to pay ninrp tban oupnnn1jj
No doubt he wvill agrer to divide wili y»otl.

Plaintiff dilflot 111 ali o1n "M'tu did ScOtl- cail to plaintiff
iti relation to the matter, but the plaintiff took his puirelîasr to
the office of the defendaut 's solicitors in Winnipeg to whom the
piurehaser paid $500 on acecont and stateri his readiness to pay
the balanec as soon as titi0 cnuild be tratisfirrod to him.

A fewx uînym le(4 o"eV t ls, hioev'er Ille otiier ag'ent, seoUt,
t'oulid a pur-ehaser for thet.pprty aid the' sarTi<v pr'ie lud tele-
graplied defendant, whio itftpriards carried ont tho rale to
sevtt 's i>u1reitnse1 tb roug.r thle saille stu 121ou uuu pai( 'd eott the
1141,110 IIuISSOH Defoifdant d id utot nlotify pîant i l of the
oifer received through Se.ott or bis a'eeeptane.e (if il. but after.
wards returned the $500 to the ptrehaser introdueed by plaintiff.

JreNr, that Monerdant binc aecepted the salener îiae hy
pIn intifr- andi, as the purchnser piycced by him was rrady and
willirnu, hi eoinpletc' the piirvllse, plaintiff had enrined bis rontunis.
Nuouu, a nd that thu'u'e ivas nothing in the letter abovt' quoted ta
nmako it a condition precedeuit that the plainitif s4houldl get the
consent of, or consult with, the other agent.

Tihe tille to the land wats iii defendant's fatber, and defeui-
dant binc toid plaintif tiat tbe land wns his father 's; but defen-
dant had a power of attornuey to selu audt convey the land, and
flie Court fotund that, iii the deffliings bitwceui plinrtiff' and de-
fendant, the latter %vas contractingr on bis own behaif with the
plaintiff and knew that the plaintiff looked to Iinii to pay the
commission :If earned, and

IIclr, that defendant had madle himself personally * hable for
the plaintiff's commission. Story on Agency, nt pl). 206 and
509; JTontes v. Littledaf.l, 6 A. & E. 490; vans on Principal and
Aýgent (Ami Ed.), r. 1u70; Rnd E. p<7rfr flartop), 12 Veî. 352,
epplied.

PlIy. K.O., for p]aintif.ý TInu'c'1, K.C.. and iJa1Iucr,., for de-
?endant.

FuIlI Courit..' (-IMObÇUR V'. SIMON. Je
Sp'cfc rfruzc.-Prnipland If-vfc o pronoe

tIniyof a.qent i *- Iox1 and-ImplruZ powc.rs nf i-cal estate
agenut - Appeal fro»? ial juu1q.- 's~fdns

Appeal fromi judgrncnt. of PERDIS, -T,, order-ing spofePer-
formance of an agreemenut of sale of land sigied on bhbaf Of


