
This Is by no mecans an acceptance of the offer-the Par-,tiesï were not togetheri. Mr. Harris did not reply tei this
Tetter until 23rd Septemnber, and then, by letter of that datete the plaintiff,-he withdraws his offeir of the 100,000. Theletter is as, follows :-" Referring to yolir telegrams and let-ters iii conneetion with delivery of cedar ties- te Fair Haven,
N.Y., 1 could not undertake, te deliver the quantity of tiesspeci fled Mn jour letter,' but ceuld probaMy deliver 50 M.standard edar tiecs at the price nained, 15 M. of which wouldho delivered this faIl if euliage was satisfacteiry, and thehalance in AuutI9oo i c.annot say, definiitely' hew Socinthis fl'tescudhdeiedas I woculd first have tearrange with t ransportation companies te carry th4m. Ifwe ('Mi liq it oni th(, above basis, kindl 'y advise me, and I willarrange at onov for th(, freighting of this fall's deliverv."

Thiý; Ipttor mîay b e con)sidevreJ iii a two-(-fold aspect. First.it definitelyN plits an (,nd to) the negotiation for the 100,0001 ics- i firid as a faot that therc, wa, no agreement for the de-liveryV of the4 100,000 ties. Secondly, this letter contains
A nefw efenot, toý deliver 50,000. heause Harris puts thatnumbher as only a probable numiber, but hie couples with this
prohability*ý a definite, statement that 15,000 would ho deliv-
efrid that fail, conditioned ouly 11pon cu lllage"-* being satis-
Faetory. This letter was received by plaintiff on the 26th
September, and ht- inmediatel]'y wired reply. The telegram
was not an aceeptance of the nev effer, but it was a message
holding on te the former offer, and expressing a deaire te
get the 50,000 as p art of the 100,000. On Saturday the
plaintiff irote to Harris. repoating and enfirming the tale-gmam, and thon aecepting what plaintiff assumed to ho a new
effer of 50,000. Hlarris, as stated, had not definitely offered
5~0,000-but I think ha did offer the 15,000, and that plain-
tiff acepted that offar. In faet, plaintiff vas thon willing
ti) accept any number Hfarris weuld agrre te deliver.

Flirtlier correspondence followed, and Mr. Hlarris seemed
anxious W enrry ont this Iast (,(ntract--but lie found moredJilEculty in getting transportation than ho had expected.
Each tried te help the other in that respect but without suc-

cea. laintiff vas urgent about getting tics, and on the
215th Octobar Mr. Hlarris wrote te plaintiff stating that hehad been unable te secure transportation for the ties, and
that, as tiie season vas se far advanced, ha had abandôned
the idea cf delivering any that fall. Mr. Hlarris did net inthat letter say moe, The corraspondence vas kept up) dur-
ing the alU, and Mr. Harris did not repudiate until 28th
Mardi, 1900, when hie wrote te plaintiff informing hlm that,
asz thé, price of ties had advanced S to 10 ce(nts, lie would net

vol.. fl. '4


