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ýRTWXUGCHT, MASTER. NOVEMBER :3RD, 1904.
CHAMBERS.

LEE v. BRITTON.

vrtiies - Joinder cf 'e f endonl-q - Principal and Agent-
Confract for Sale of Land-Specifoe Peormance-Yai-
ages.

Motion by defendanks for order requiring plaintiff to
ect against which of two defendantî the action .hould
ooeed.

T. D. Delamere, K.C., for defndants.
Hl. Cassels, K.C., for plaintiff.

ThEi. MASTER.-The statement of claim aUeogt, a breach
a contract for sale of land made, by de(fendaniit Maclidonald
aigent for bis co-defendant. The relief asked is:- (1)

1cfi erformnance of such contract; and (2) special dam-
"es for delay a's against defiendant Briftn, anld in thle
'ernative, dainages against defendant 'Macdonald for wrong-
l'y holding himself ont as agent of bis co-defendant, if
ehi agency is not establlhed.

Thie casesý cited on the argument weethose to be found
Evans v. Jaffray, 1 0. L. R. 6141, and Quigley v. Waterloo

iiniifac(turing, Co., ib. 606.
The mnatter. i', fillyv discussed by ther Chiancollor ini the(

tter c-ase. At pi. 6114 hie uses language wh1(ic secm-is deci-
'e of thlepren motion; «4The( cassave at pýrvsent
flned the liiits as being wer the transacùtionns involve,
alinga wih rincipal and agent and laindiord and tenant,
en though. thec cause of action iay 4e in form diffèrent, if
Pre is substantiallY one, legail transaction haýving-, dlifferent
pxeets, in which the defendants areipn, te. To thie
mue effeet is; the language, of Meredithi, C.J., at p). CO8....

Motion dismissed with cýosts to pýlaintiff in anyv event.

'Rr, JNOEBR31R1, 19041,
TRIAL.

17Y 0F 11AMITON v. TIAMILTON STRlI'1T R. W.
Co.

reêtal ay-r&ac ith Mulniripal Corpori -Sd
of Wok1''émtdTct peil >rfrmaiwe-
>fandatory Inucin-ate- tiorney-crirl.1

Action for a xiandainu, or niandatory injunction coin-
inding defendants to continue to seil ont(q' astikt


