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sbould make the affidavit birnsclf' if it wuit, a pruer caii
ivhichi to mak.o ne. The dt2dnd u loxtibdh tjj, fluIh'.-
diseovery froin plailitiff; tlhat lias lwoen so a \%4ihlldd4 fruiti
thlii. The plaintiff must aLtend at lia uw epusean
stubiit tebe examined upon the isusraîsed iiih ledns
a.nd aiso file a f urther and better aflidlavit unj pruduictiOti, I ii
agenits have statenients which lie sliold pruducie. \s tu iiis
ohtaining ail information neeesary to give tu fillvst (lis-
covery, see Boickow v. Foster, 10 Q.;. 1). 161;- Luituliv.I
T. R. Co., 13 P. R1. 369, 373. Costs of this part oif the api-
plication Vo defendants in any event.

A1pplication against the J. B. Kleinert Rbe opn
k-dijounried until after exatuination of plaiintif cnidd

MACMAIION, J. NovEMBERiý-i V) 102.
TRIAL.

CROMPTON ANDI KNOWLES LOOM WWJKS v.
IIOFFMAN.

8,11e of Good--Entire Gontract-Prpt nuýti w a¶5-cto w
Peice-DeductUoa foi-cet-i<mg~

Action by a company carrying on thie buies f manujj-
facturing iooms and attacliments at WocseMass-, againiýi
J1. 1). Iloffînan, of Stratford, and W. J. Shiavur, cf Toruntio,
carrying on business as the Maple Leaf Ela6tic Weýbbinig Cerni-
pany, te recover $564.65, balance of the price- cf a iloili anld
p.ttacunirents soid and delivered to defendants, as aleged. Thie
uefendants set up that the goods were shîpped te theuin M cC-
tions, and that portionis had net yet been delivered; that thc
goods delivered were worthless; and they counterclainied for
damuge.

E . Sydney Smith, K.G., and J. SteeTh, fer plaintiffs.
G. G. Mc1Pherson, K.C., for defendants.

MACMAIO.N, J.-The offer of plaintiffs to furisîh a lnoii
jnd the necessary ffttings for running the saine was containedt
in a letter which mentioned the varicus articles and( their
Epricea. The defendants accepted the offer by letter, with a
i.ariation, not ordering some of the articles mnitioned in
plaintifrs' letter. Plaintiffs colltended that the ordler for Vie
leom was cite contract, and the other itemis in the offer of
plaintiffs, which was accepted by the defendants' order, formed
à separate contract or contracts. it is clear, however, that
the erder fornted ene entire conitract: I3aldy v. Parker, 2 B.
& C. 37; Eliott v. Thomnas, 3 M. & WV. 170; Bigg y. WVhisk-
ing, 14 C. P>. 195. The items of the sale were: "4One-half


