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corn, and expreggeq their intention go t do, and h?d éoog
carried it out the gopy would have heep pr_eservedfln,démtS
condition. , | one of thege employed by de_@m o
Were experienced ip the work of taking care of gralr_lven by
elevator except one, and, although directions We‘l‘fl z‘-fg 26th,
Plaintiffs in {heip telegramg gnq letters of May 33{1}1 2o
and June 2nd gnq 31d, to keep the corn turned, which ¢ £
be done at the rate of 6,000 op 8,000 bushels an hourthe
: one bhin tg another,- and for which S
company haqd ample facilities, thig duty wag neglected, e
it was not turned oyep between May 29nd ang Junet A
; amages is the difference between wha o
» and woulg have realized at Prescottts 3
June 15th, haq it been in perfect condition, ViE, 2 Cerll)een
bushel, and what jt was worth there ang could have
in j aged conditioy,
Leitch & Pringle, Cornwall
E.J. 5

> Solicitorg for plaintiffs.
‘rench, Preseott, sol

icitor for defendants.
S - 9
Roserrsoy, 7, JANUARY 2¥rH, 1902
TRIAT,,
HARRIS v, Boxyc OF BRITISH NorTyg AMERICA.
Contraet~l)etivery of Deed ¢y n

. - gon-
SrOw—Non-performance of U
drition~0ption~’[rust.

Barrie and concluded at Toronto,
2R.50.

, for defeng
ROBERTSON, J—1 find 5
blaintifr j, all respectg Tull

ant Trading Corporation.

§ facts, on the evidence, t}ll’i:
completely performed i
Agreement, dateq o890, Tor the dale of Certa‘u‘t
Mining Properties o A angold, acting for defendaln
i and eXamination of title,
o, %0 the clajmg;, that after inspection anq putting a e
m to work 14 claj ke saw fit, ang paying five per colils
of the 1€y, Mangolq Tequested plaintift t(;,
f sale ang deposif them With the manager o
i : i awson Branch, accom-

h Merica, I oy
im dateq October 8th, 1895.« We

ay two bills of sale from R.
gl L e said deeds to be



