
The

Intario Weekly Notes

IV. TORONTO, MAY 30, 1913. No. 37

APPELLATE DIVISION.

MÂ-19TuT, 1913.

McýfBRAYNE v. IMPERIAL LOA'N CO.

,tpal anad Agent-A gent's Commission oit Sale of I'roperty
-Sale Made "by or throiigl" Agen t-Ptirchtaser Orîgqin-
ziZi, Introduced Interested in, Sale Ultiately Mad-
C!hange in Forrn or Scope of Dealin g-Causa Causaas.

.ppeal by the defendants froan the judgment of CLUTE. J.,
ie trial at Hlamilton, awvardinoe the plaintiff .$3,750 as a
iission tipon the sale of a property in Hlamilton owned by
Weendants or held by thcm urnier nortgyaoe.

b. appeal was heard by 'MEREDITH, C.J.O., 'M.ACî.ARtE,
,E, and HoDoÎNs, JJ.A.
*H. 1oas, K.C., for the appellants.
*F. Woshington, k.C., for the respondent.

he judganent of the Court was delivered by Ifls;N, .J.A.:
e main objection urged against the judganent is, that thec
was not made to Gustave Sehacht, whom the respondent
dued( to the appellants. It is the tact that -.%r. Sehaclit did
limself buy; but the respondent contends that the ultianate
wa duei to bais introduction of Schacht; -and that ho îs,
1fore, entitled to a commission. Mr. Sehaclit, ini bis depo-
is taken before the trial, s.ays that, his first interest in the
cr was for a syndicate who were intendiîng to invest in
,on, Ontario, but who afterwards dropped ont. liet also
q that during bis correspence with M.Nr. Muntz, the ap-
nts' manager, and before the syndieate abatnd-oned that

o ereported in tuie Onitario Law Rteports.
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