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MaesJ.] HAJ1"NEE v. CORDINGLZY. [March 25.
Cominission on sale of land-Meatti*g -of words "completion of

the saie."
A dispute having ariien as to the piaintifts' right to a coin-

mission on the sale of certain' property belonging to the defend-
ant, the former claiming $5,000, the latter denying iiability for
anythinig, the parties coniproinised at $2,000 and the defendant
gave the plaintif! a'latter which was in part as followis:-"In
eonnection with the sale of (description> from Mrs. Cordingle-y
rid Blyscîf to Johni A. Lock et al. I hereby agree that on the

conipletion of the said sale I will pay your flrm a commission
of $2.00 . . This amount to be paid on completion of the deh-1.

The purchaser had prcviously made a deposit of $2,000, but
liad îiot signed a formai agreement of purchase. A few days
afterwards the formai agreement was exeeuted by ail parties
and il farther payment of $10,000 made.

The Purchaser subsequently made default in payment of
furtei- inqtalments of the purchase money, and the defendant

* took back the land and released the purchaser f rom ail obli,,a-
tienis midei the agreement.

Thew defendant-Q resisted the action for £he $2,000 commission
oni the ground that the sale had flot been "completed" within
the nieaning of his letter,

Held. that the letter should be interpreted in the sense in
which the parties intended the words to be understood at the
tiiine, asq gathered f romn the document itself and the surrounding
rireiixntiiees, and that what the parties meant by the words
- 'cemiiifetion of the sale" and "comnpletion of the deal" was
tlw exemitien of a binding agreement of sale.

*Moisoii, K.C., and Haffner, for plaintiffs. A. J. Andrews
anid Il'ac;ieill, for defendant.
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ARMSTRONG V. ST. EuGENE MINiNa COMrPANY.

W ekme 'sCompensation Act, 1902 - Arbitration -- Caý;c
stn fr4 by i,d'itralor-Repferred back by Yull Cout-- Fur
ther rase stat2d to single judge--Jutriadiction of judge to
cfrtain and refer back to arbitrator.

On R case stated in ait arbitration under the Worknen 's Coin-
pensation Act, 1902, the Full Court referred the question back to


