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ithority was limited to negotiating a sale to thec plain-
)on the ternis mentioned, and before the l2th June, 1q0Yw
2ers agreed that, upon payment to them of the whole sum
to00, $50,000, out of that suni, should be paid to Moore
1of additional commission. Eames rcpresented to the

Ys te the knowledg-e of Moore and Jeffery, and -with their
if not at their suggrestion, that the antnal purchase-

f thia mine was $530,000; and the plaintiffs bought at
-ice, without notiee or knowledge of the secret arrange-
wtween the vendors and Eames, Jeffery, and Moore,
fier the completion of the purchase and the payment

the purc1iase-money. MNoore transferred lis dlaim for
ion to Eamtes, and notified the owners, who substituted

for Moore.
vendors received ail of the purchase-money except au
rebated because of paymrent being made before due.

ndors paid the $25,000 comimission, and they were after-
ready te pay the $50,000; but, in the meantîme, the
&.s had becoime aware of the real transaction, and they
Jed the $50,000 front the vendors, alleging- that they hiad
.trauded out of that ainount by Eamres, Moore, and

)ther elaimnant for this soecalled commission mnoney
sd. The defendant Crane, on the 3rd August, 1909,
1 the, vendors that the commiission of $50,000 was pay-
,him, as the sale liad been negotiated by his, Crane's,

,ntative. Later on, the defendants Crane, Otis, Morse,
and Cotton, commnenced an action against the defend-

hoore, Jeffery, Ranes, and the venders, to recover this
%ion.
Svendors lin that action applied for leave to psy the
inuto Court. On the 24th January, 1910, an order was

)y the M1aster in Chamibers dirccting: (1) that the defend-
te owners shoufl be at liberty to pay into Court $50,000
teret; (2) that, upon such paymient in, that action would
mied as against the owners; (3 and 4) dealing with tixe

<of ýoots9; and (7) that, without the issue of any new
>ecock and others, tue purchasers, should proceed to the
f an issue in whielh they should be plaintiffs, snd the
ffi in that action, namnely, Crane, Otis, Morse, Bruce,
>ton and 'Moore, Jeffery, and Eanmes sheuld le defend-
o detsrmine whether the plaintiffs ini the issue, or some
of them, or the defendanta in the issue, or somte or one

0, wore or was entitled te the money to be paid into


