
.The

)ntario Weekly, Not.es

XV. TORONTO, SEPTEMBER 20, 1918. No. 2

APPELLATE DIVISION.

ST DIVISIONAL COURr. SEPTEMBBER 12TH, 1918.

1'RINGLE v. WISCONSIN ELEOTRI1C 00.

nwipal and Agent-A gent's Commission on Sale of Goods--Com-
mission on Ba.i-z, of Différence between Sale-price to Agent and
Price to P urchaseJncrease in Price Io A gent-A pplication to
J>ar«icular Sales--Evidence--Finding of Fact of Trial Judge--
Appeal.

An appeal hy the plaintiffs fromn the judgment of RosE, J., at
trial, in an action for commissions upon sales of grindlers by
plaintiffs for the defendant company. The trial Judge o ver-
!d the contention of the plaintiffs that thec bargain was that the.
e to tiiem of each grinder shouki be $32.50, and found in favour
bie defendant company's contention that tiie price waa $36.

The appeal wa. heiard by MEREDITH, 04J.0., MACLAREN,
GUE, and HODGINS, JJ.A.
Gideon Grant, for the. appellants.
flamilton Oasels, K.C., for the. defenctant company, respond-

aMEITH, 0.J.0., in a written judginent, said that the appel-
,s were nianufacturers' agents, and were einployed by thep
ýondent iu that capacity to sel certain of the. products of its
iufactwre. 'nhey were furnisiied with a list of the articles with

prcsat which they were tobeoldto job1er d to rta
lers aud the. prices which were to b. charged to the appelsutis
thm their remuneration being the. difference betweeu that
e and the price at wlhich the. article w.. sold.


