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fas authority, or P th his privity, in bring-
ing about the icoistract. But as ta pl1ans
and specifications therc is no ivarrany
that they are practicable. A buildet be
fore tender'ng should nscertain if the
quantEtits supplieti by the employer are
accurate. The acceptance ai a tender
shauld be .tamnped, in arder Ca bc sued
upon. The tender Enay be acceptedl by
ail authorized agent. But, if Sa, the ac-
ceptance will be v'oid unless such un-
authoriztd act is ratified by the ptinripal,
wben it %vill relate back ta the time af the
unauthorized accept&nc:e. Such ratifica-
tion must be %vithin a reasanable Cime, and
that reasanable turne can never extcnd
alter the ime.at wvhich the contract as to
commence.

A contract nat ta tender is flot vaid,
and a biîll i lie ta restrain the breach of
Et. Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in Joues v.
North & 1875, L. R. ai) Eq., 426). 5-lid
'lThere as nothung illegal in the owners of
commodities agreeing that they wiII seli
as between thernsclves at a certain price,
leaving ane of tbemn ta make any other
prafit Chat lie can." In tendering or bid-
ding, an agreement betwcen two or more
persans flot ta bid against each other Es
valid. Au agreement having laeran made
between A and B flot ta tender in corn-
petitioui with each ather for certain gas tar,
A, ini answer.ta an advertisement, sent in
a ancre naminal tender, in consequence of
which B obtained the contract. On the
expiration ai the contract fresh advcrtise-
ments were issued, and a tender by B wvas
rcjected, whereupon A, withouî communi-
cating ivith B, sent in a tender on his awn
accaunt. Held, that the agreement bc-
tween themn was stili pending, andi A %vas
fiable to 1 for the breach ai it.

Týhe langcuase af a contract, where it
admits of it, must yeceivesuch a construc-
tionas is consistent with reason andjustice,
but where it appears front the whole tenar
af the agreement Chat the parties thereta
intended, the anc ta insist upon and the
ather ta subirit ta, conditions howeveïr
unreasoinable and oppressive, the Court
wili in such case give effect ta them. An
engineer contracteti with a corporation
by deed ta execute wvorks. The deed
contained a clause by wvhich it was coven-
anted that the corporatian's oiyn engineer
should have power ta direct the way in
which portions af the work sbould bc
done, and if it should appear ta birm that
they %vere not properly executed and witb
due expedition, it should be lawful for
haim ta gave n2otieC in wvriting ta the plain.

-tiff ta alter any improper wark and ta,
supply praper and sufficient mat crials and
labour, and witb due expedition ta proceeti
therewith, and if the plaintiff sbould-for
seven days ater such notice fail ta com-
ply tberéwith, then it shauld be lawvful
for the engineer ta take t.he work out of

thepl.linitUTs bands. It apipenrinR ta the
crngineer that the wvarks vere not being
propcrlyexecuted and with due expedition,
ne gave thé followisng WrEttCiI notice ta the
plaintif:i I give notice to you tO supply
aIl proper andi sufficient maierials andi
labour for the due prasecution afithe works,
and wîîth due expeditian ta proceed there-
witb ; andi, further, that if yau shall for
seven days alter the gEvEng ai this notice
fail or neglcct ta comply therewith, 1 shall,
as enagEneer and anbehafaof the corportian,
take the works wholly out of your bands."
Helti, Chat the notice %vas sufficicntly
specific (Pauling v. Dover (Mayor), ta Ex.
753). A building contract entered iEnta by
a burial board contained a clause that Et
should be lawful for the burial board, in
case the contractar shoulti fail in the due
performances ai any part-oaIlbis undertak-
ung, or should becamne bankrupt, or shoulti
not, un the opinion and according to the
determinatian ai tbe architect, exercise
due diligence and make such progress as
would enable the works ta be eflectually

ýnd efficientty completed tut the time and
in the manner tCherein nientioneti, ta de-
termine the contract b y a notice in writing
under the hanti of clcrk of the btErial board
and ta enter upon and take possession ai
th2e works andi nf the plant, tools, andi
matertals of the contractors, andi use or
sell the same as the absolute property af
the burial board. Tîte architcct batving
gavena a rertificate Char the contractor was
not exercising duc dilugence, the buria
board gave the notice requireti ta deter.
mEne thc contract, andi took possession af
thc warks; the certificate wvas given bona
fide, but the delay was in fact. accasioned
by the act of the board Ein ordering extra
works and atherwise Hcld,' that the
board wvas, notwithstanding, entitleti to
act as they diti, their riglit ta enter on thec
works being by the terans ai the cantract
dépendent on the o pinion andi judgmeuit ai
the archîtect, andi raot upon the contrac-
tor's failure ta, exerci-e due diligence, ini
fact (Robert v. Bury Improvemen. Coin-
niissioncrs, 4 L R., C. P. 755).
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