
14 CANAAI. !INE LI'MBER CO. v. .IJ'CALL

esr.Bathj & son, to wioin, the defendants had given a
mloniioolyN ,f bale in Canada on condition that they would
tatke 30 egus

1 thiink ilhe rospondent iflust be confined to the actual

resuit as icwe lio parties to it as was the case iii Field v.

Ma10(1 nle alil if Iby their laek of action nothing was

done 14? crvate a taeof atiairs suelh as is required 10 tnaki,
a hasîs ofj liabîiiY undler lus contract, lie cannot, ii Mny

judginent, rc(over*.
1 av not refurredl fio the subsequent crepneu

bctwýiein the partieý and ilhe Buntin lteid C~o. as illuistratin-,

~what the word *ordersiý" nwant or the evïdence upon thiat

point. 111v admwsi'ýiîiliit of whieh is doubtful. Seu lIsIiIIqs

v. \'(rili EaMefrn ç >0) A. (1. 260. But if it is read and if

the c avse 1 have alre'ady mntnionedl arceconideiIred, theru will

not. 1 îinik, be. imuh dithitl. iu conçi uding that the wordl
1.order" - n a coninerciail iontract is a well uîuderstood wor I

arid thiat l wýas iued in ils ijuual signiification in the contraet
ini thiIcse

The appeal sho(uldI be allowd n the action disnnSSe-d

lo.SIR WI. ME-LOCK, C.J.EFx., lION. MR. JUSTICE

11uuu.and Ilox. Mnt. JI7STIce LFITCII :-We agree.

Io.StG. FALcoBIIDGE, C.J.K.B. JUE TI1, 1914.

CANADAPlNE LIT MBER CO). v. McCALL.

43 0. W. N. 483.

,$hipmncnt-Tint, kEsgcf of <'untract-
q Lumer-LI~u' 'l'ide ('ustom.

FÀrc,.o.NuiDOEx;, C.J.K.B., in actiin for breacli of conitriict fo'r
nJe f Iniher. on evidence gave judgment for plaintif,. holinùg that

dilay iia ýipmenit %vas duei 10 ina:ttirs not undeiir plIahntiff'ý otrl
and( thait tiie %i wai no of theene of the nra.cthrx

nxrieeiiieit or 11y trade- ciStoin.
Ford v. t'oienvortk (l"~), L. R., 4 Q. B. 12î, referred to.

Action to recover $2,868.97, the price of timber sold by

plaintlir to defendant, tried at Toronto.

G. IL. Watson, K.C., anud A. L. Fleming, for plaîntiffs.

W. E. Kelly, K.C., for defendant.
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