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net s'uffleieut, as~ he &hould havc frarned has question. to the pue-
-~ S haser se as te include all whom be had authorizod to flnd A pur-

ehaser and not real éstatc agents oaly, when, in ail probability,
t1w purchaser would have atiswered that Burke had sent him.

-~ -~Verdict for plaintif? for amouint claiined.
Ftill&ptoei and I"olry. for plaintif?. F. M. Fertiusoen, for de-

fendants.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

Pull Uurt.? De. 11, 1909.
~A.Najim AmEwtckNz LumBER Co. -v. MNcLELLAÀN.

.Judgment Of 1ILýTFsR. .. ,noted ante, vol. 44, p. 127.
aflironr'd on ap'l

Fluhl Colirt.; GRMflM V. 1Ç!'OTT'. [Dee. 11, 190S.

-le~ on-Mnb of -- iit<r/e-lrice iwith npoy en
Tiirut cniq plyc-I r- uaiby imiom mecn to work wvitk

von-uniiioit men -Coercion of employer -- Conteatl rela-
I ionsh ip betit-ren emnployer a nd employee.

Plaintiff, a stolle unason, applied for nienibership in the union
Of which defendants were' officers. Hie mnade a payznent on ae-
eount of his initiation fee, but nlot being vouiched for by two
Inexubers of the union, lic exeetit', 2 returned the fee. H1e was,
ai a inter date, on the quiestion ol ii btatua as a worknian en a
building eoîning up agaiuî. reqiiested to submit te a test of work-
mans11hip preliminiiry to heing enrolled a niember. Consideriug
the fesl an uinfair one hoe deelined to stuhnit to it, whereupon the
'Inin refuised imi mieunh)ership. T'he test propoied was what is
1(nowi 4t4 "h 'utlder wot he commnon claus of work done by

~todiîson~in, Victoria, l'ut plaintiff n1ainmed he hadl been se-
n-iitoineod i 4 sand stoie work." After qone delay, plaintiff

;Ï- Nwas told by the coinmittee delegated te test haim that hm eould


