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flIOU COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Division8l COU!-, -Ly.] [May Il.
RE MfcALLISTER.

WiU--Constructioni--''Heirs"--Rutle in SheUel.î'S case.

This was an appeal from an order of RmtDxL, J.
This case i. referred to at length, ante, p. 363. The appeall

was dismissed.
.4rmour, K.C., for appellant. Lazier, for executors. J. B.

Mferedith, for infants.

Mulock, C.J.Ex.D,, Teetzel, J., Middleton, J.] [May 17.

HAMILTON v. PERRY.

Married wmat-Jv4grnent against-Form of-Divis~ion Court
jurisdict ion.

Appeal from order Of CLUTE, J., in chambers.
The main point in this case is referred to at ]ength, ante, p.

361. Appeal allowed.
WV. J. Clark, for defendant. King, K.C., for plaintiff.

Riddell, J.] WILSON v. DEAcoN. [May 27.

Conttract-Age ncy-Comrinissio--le for principal.
This was an action to recover commission on the sale of sorne

* patent rights. The plaintiff waus axi agent for the sale of them.
The defn-dant had învented a carpet sweeper, and employed
the p_~intiff to seli tAie patent rights, even before the patent
actually issued. The plaintiff took a great deal of trouble in
the inatter, and at length had the arrangement put into writing
as £ollows ý

"With regard to oui' conversation concerning the selling of
your patent right for Great Britain, Canada, and the United
States of America, I arn willing to accept twenty.five per cent.
of the proeeeds received for the sale or sales of said patent rights
for cirpet sweeper. It being understooi that no other agent wîll
have any power to act in this matter without my instructions
while I arn acting in your behialf." Subsequently the defendant


