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On the 16th December, 1910, he made a written Pwp?;i
to Pearson to supply these machines for $3,000; the mwhllb
to be-shipped on the 1st Mareh, 1911; payment to be mad¢ g{
promissory note for $1,000 at sixty days from the 1st "an‘te
ary, 1911; and a further note for $2,000 to be dated 0B -
of the delivery of the machines, and to be payable 0% e
May, 1911. s

; Three copies of the proposal were made, one of which W:d
signed by Moyer for himself and the defendant compa: ted
the others. by the name of Moyer only. All these were ﬂccg;veﬂ
in writing by Pearson, ‘‘subject to confirmation bY it
Sound Iron Works Company Limited.”” Pearsont then &4 for
Moyer his promissory note, dated the 1st Januarys Lix’ﬂy
$1,000, payable to the order of the defendant company - 'ilder
days on which was written, ‘‘On account of one Emerid; grlo ies
to be delivered 1st March, 1911.”" Moyer took the b edﬁl‘t
of the acceptance to have them confirmed by the i
company. - i

On the 15th Mareh, the $1,000 note not having been P :;d’ hes
defendant company drew on Pearson for the amoun® h&"i’ng
on the 23rd March, accepted the draft. That draft nes
been paid, the defendant company, on the 27th Marc e OB
drew on him at thirty days. He did not accept
the 11th April, the machinery about that time M
delivered at the plaintiffs’ works (but not insmnedt))l’ to 7
went to Pearson and received from him 2 cheque pa}’f e
defendant company for $1,000, expressed On the aEmeriﬁk
‘““account Maple Leaf Portland Cement Compahy? arys Ly
coal grinder,”’ in payment of his note 0 the 15t Jann g’ i
his acceptance of the 23rd Marech. Pearson also thefor $'2"?000!
Moyer his promissory note to the defendant comp?™
representing the balance of the purchase-money. . mﬁ"'hmdef

Delay having occurred in the delivery © to % ot
to the plaintiffs, Pearson, on the 6th April; rplte and gtﬂy
fendant company complaining that there Was 'de ay:r deliferif‘
ing that ‘‘according to our arrangement” the tlm;me‘liaﬁa kt"
haq passed, threatening to cancel the contract Lnot gom%fbe
delivery was not made, and adding, “If y?;;:diateb; ;; thw‘

deliver the one you agreed to, just 5a¥ 80

9.8 rl 1
‘reply of the defendant ecompany, dated the 7th f re'})IY,”' e
“We have yours of the 6th inst. gethe p with

say that we are shipping your
separator on Monday 10th inst.
Letters were sent by Pearson




