Outario, had g wemporary office in Ontarlo, in which their foreman, and a

~ man under Iis immediate direetion ahd contral and siibject to dismissal by

__him, whese duty it was-m-keep thfa tima of the men amployed in the work

qm‘ o pay t their wages, attend -t the office part. part of their duties, The -

‘orperation sent this mai the money for the wages, and he deposited it in -

a bank iin Ontario tu his own L‘t‘edit, and he eecasionally, under the direw
sion of the foreman, paid out other moneys for the corporation.  After the
work had been suspended and the foreman had laoft, this man bad beenin
Quniario, under directions from the corporation * to clean up everything,”
anid while 30 there was served with the writ of summeons in an action for
peabpgence in the ereetion of one of the bridges outside of Ontario.
#edid, that he was not a person who was to be deemed an agent of the
vorg: “"xti\:m.
. M. Blake, for the defondants, the Phoenix liridge Company.
.»if;mv), for the plaintiff;

T w—

Arvocg, G, Farcoxsriooy, J., Srrezr, 1) [March 27,
THoMisox ¢, PEaRsON,

Corts - Seale of A certainment of amount--County Courts Adct, 8.0,
& 53y % a3, (2)— Contract,

The defendant employed the plaintifis as his brokers to sell on his
account zoo shares of stock at a named price, the plaintifis undertaking
that in event of Joss the defendant’s liability should not esceed $a200. In
an actior upon this contract the plaintifiy recovered $200 and interest.

HHedd, FaLconnribes, [, dissenting, that the amount of $200 recovered
was ascertained by the act of the parties within the meaning of s 23 (2) of
the County Courts Act, R8.0. ¢ 55, and therefore recoverable in a
County Court.

Decision of Mereorri, C.J., ante, p. 13, reversed.

Ao AL Denton, for defendant. 8. e Ay, for plaintifis.

i,

Province of Mdanitoba.

QUEEN’S BENCH.
Dubug, 1] * Forrest o G. N. W, C, R: Co. {March &
Condracl— Corporation. -~ Corporate seal.
‘The plaintif was employed by the president of the defendaunt railway
company to act as chief englneer during construction of the railway.

Held, that he was entitled to recover the amount agreed oh for the
services antually performed by him, and of which the company received the

e

K w‘rtmrz:ﬁuﬁ eﬁgxtga& —f: —bﬂ%—lﬁﬂﬁg— lwéges, .whieh mra..gmtl} in




