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'nly point in dispute is as to the length of
age whieh was to be giveil to the vendor for

-mny; and, -by reason of this, the defen-
1 eojiraet waa not entered into.
,d, aud delivered to the agents witli whom
listed for ale, an offer to -the defeudant te

rea clerk frein the agents' offie, sub-
daut, wlio retwued it on the following day
3 for changes in the. price, the. amount of
ount of the. xortgage, and as to makiug the
pal and interest payable yearly instead of

wee ade by MeLaren, aud the offer was
thie plaintiff, who initim.Iled the. alterations.

Ot te 26th and 27th April. The plaintiff
y tat the. deferidaut sigued the acceptance

,eemade, and befor. they were inîtialled
ILrnadds that the defendaut initialled

Medthe ccetane. The. plaintiff aiso says
lsbogt back to him to have the. altera-

à-been initialle4 by the defenat. The
ie and ays that he did not sigu the se-

thePlintffhall initialled the alterations;
ý Sgnighe iuaseif furtiier altered the.
en fthe motae three yeais instead of

P s htat no turne did h. agi'oe to a five-
, no havngaigned the. acoeptanee until
1'aiO frm ive years to tlhree years, whioh

ind R ae after the plaintiff bad lu-
Lg8 e n h plaintiff were nçver agreed


