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lsay said, would be signed. This indicated that the partie,,
not arri ved at a contract. A letter from one of the e-ontract ing
iSe to the other may conclude a bargain even -when a more
Li contraet is contemplated; and the Statute of Frauds inay

atisfied by a letter written by one eontracting party Wo hislit, in which the ternis of an agreement are set out. But when
e is in fact no agreement, a letter Wo an agent instructing the
eration of a formai document to be signed by both parties,Lisactory, does flot make a contract-far les8 is it any evidence
contraet. There is as yet no meeting of the minds in agreeý-
t.
L'bere was a lack of accord about a most important matter,
1b would have become apparent when any formai ease came
:e drawn up. The plaintiffs intended Wo leae the whole
Iing, and thouglit that Wilson was in posssson of the three
. The defendants never intended tW give up their use of the
floor.
leo action failed. There should be no conts, partly for the
)n that Grace by his conduet provoked the tIigation and
[y to mark disapproval of the concealment by the defendants
certain letter from Grace of the 16th August.

Action dismissed withouW co8ts.

DLirON, J.MAY 28T«, 1920.
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,aci-Con8truction-SuppIy of Paper'-" L50 Toms Approx-.
imaiety per Year."ý-" The Whole of the Purchaeers' Require-
inwnMts'-Delivery Erceeding 150 Toms in each of two firsi Years
-Application of E=cs on Amount to be Delivered in third
Year-Esimate.-Breach of Contraci--Damge.

&ction for damage for breach of a contract.

Iii. action was tried without a juy at Kingston.
.B Cunningham, for the plaintiffs.

iF. Henderson, K. C., anid G. Powell, for the defendants.

MiDLEToN, J., in a written judgment, said that the case
d upon the construction of au agreement in writing, the mat-

clueof wbich iras: "The company agree Wo seil and the
maers to purchase during the period coinmencing on the Tht


