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the evidence shewed that the agents were to dlvide the eommission betwitil
them: Oasun v. Hunt, 2 Alta. L.B. 480.

An agreemient was entered into by an owner of land and a real est4,çp
agent whereby the owaner agreed to pay the agent a specifled suni ag il
commission payable by Instalments, the dates of the paynient thereif
being contemporaneus wlth the dateo agreed upon by the owner and titi.
purchaser for the payrnent of the instalnents of the purehase :noneyv, andi in
whieh It was aiso provided that the commnission should be paid onIý ir
case the owner reeelved the payatents fromn the purchasers due under the
eontract of sale. The agent reelved hi s proportion of ail the ri.oney r,,
cehved by the owner under the agreemient with the purchaoer ut) to tle
tinle at which the purchaiser defaulted. Upan the default. it was figrt.iî
between the purchaser anti the owner that the agreement for sale shaffld
be eancelled and thttt the money that the purchaser had paid should lj
forfeited te the owner. The agent wns heid te be entitied ta no furtitir
commîission though suchl purchaser seine nionthA aftaic thet caiieilatîon oif
the agreemtent of sale bonghit the land, whiehl was the, subjeet of sur-1î
agreement, together with ether lainds. iipan the refusai of the owner ta sell
hizu the othier lands unles.i lie aiso bolight the In- -Io covered by the fir4t
agreement of sale: lfcimaer V. .'siiork, 14 IV.L.R. 652 (Aita.).

Where an agent iç etnployed by the owner teo eil land nt a cnnisîn
and lîfmseif beconies the pureliaser lie ie not entitiefi tii e'nra îî

etlga:;y Reulty Co. v. Rcid, 19 W.L.TI. 641) (Aita.).

An agent for the sale of eertain minerai elainis proeured a pcr,ýunt.
take an option to purchiise the saine before a certain day, whicli dfiCutltîýit
o1rovided that the ioler thereof shouild pay the owne-r3 a certain sain inî
cash and Vint, if hie shoulit on or before a certain date pay ta theiii v
further su, the period of the option would be extended ta a lucter tItit(.
andi that the option miglit be e'%ercisedl nt any tinie up to such date hy a
written notice and by the payment oif zi further stini on or before titat
date. wlîereupon the agreenient shîîuld cense ta lx, an option and berornw a
contract of purel'ttse- andi sale!, ta whieh event the suins aforetiniu if liaitl
were te be creiited on the Iturelase pricp. After t1îi option ivûs ol)taititî,l
the agent 'lrew uip a w~ritten agreemient to be signeti ly iiinî aujj tii,
owîit'rs stipulating thit lthe agent'à coulinismion should lie a certaini per.
cent. on ail instalaients or paynient.s motde to the owner under the optionl
agreemnent, whirh the owncrs refuiwd to signai;u offéred theni lwcaie
calle<l for eantîniissions tinder any agreement wlîich niiglit thereafter 1w
Auhstituteil by the liolder of the option or his assigns, anti oniy sigtied tlî>
atgreemnent after biuch clauïe was struck out of the agremrent. Tlw~ irqt
two paynients required by the option %vere made by the liolder tlturcîr
antd the agent rccive(l bis stiptilated commission on these sunis. The
liolder of the option mnade na further paymient and Inter infortnid lthe
.cwners titat lie eoildi mit carry out tlîc option ut ail and finallv tlireiî
it up altogether. Afterwardî he entered into tie% negatiaticie witli t1w
owoers whtich culiinateri in a new agreemtent between the iattt.r anti iii


