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BRiTISII COLUMBIA Hlop CO. V. ST. LAwRENCE BREwERY Co.-
LEn'cu, J.-MARcH 19.

Sae of G<>ods-Refusal to Accept-Breach of Cndtradt-

Dama gs.'l-Action to recover damnages for an alleged breach
by the defendants of a contract bearing date the 2Oth
Sépternber, 1912, for the sale by the plaintiffs. to the defendants
of a hundred bales of hopg. The breaeh. was the refusai to pay
for the hops and to take delivery. The learned ,Judge sets out

the centraet in his written reasons for judgment and refers to
the evidenee. le finds that the piaintifl's were ready and wifl-
inig and in a position to hand over the bills of lading and the

hops thie moment they were paid the cash. After the defend-
ants haid refusedi to take the hop8, the plaintiffs advertised the
hopes for sale and sold them to the best advantage. Dama4ges

aseadat *1202.Re(ference to Halsbury 's Laws of Eng.
land. vol. 10, pp. 333, 335; vol. 25, pp. 204, 205, 229, 267, 268;
Biddell lirothers v. E. Clemens Horst CO., 119111 1 K.B. 214,
934; E. Cleinens Hlorst Co. v. Bîddell Brothers, [19121 A.C. 18.
Judgynent for the plaintiffs for 81,230.23, wîth 'costs. H. E.
Roseý, K.C., for the, plaintiffs. G. A. Stiles, for the defendants.


