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be a eut of 5,000,000 feet at least on the Mississauga ru-
the kind of timber contracted for; (2) that there was an i g
ment that a discount of two> per cent. should be alloweii
plaintiffs did not directly ask for a rectification of the 1
ment. They deducted $7,060 from the price, on the assunm
that the agreement was entered into 0on the representatior
the Mississauga run would eut into at least 5,000,000 feet
and sought to treat the contract as though it contaîned a (
guaranteeing that. SUTHERLAND, J., said that lie was flot
that it was open to the plainiffs to shew by oral testimejj)
any sueh representation or guarantee had been rnade or giv
l3ishop prior to or at the time of making the contrat-i-
not the caue of a collateral agreement about something ný
ferred te in the document: Lindley v. Lacey (1870), 17
578; LaSalle v. Guilford, [1901] 2 1f.B. 215; Lloyd v. Stuý
Falls Pnlp Co. (1901), 85 L.T.R. 162. In any case, lie wa
able to find that there was any representation by Bishop
the Miseiseauga eut would run at least 5,000,000 feet; or
there was any false or fraudulent representation niad
Bishop; or that there was any prier or contemporaneouE
agreement censtituting'a condition upon which perfrma'r
the written agreement was to depend; or that Bishop ever a
that the two per cent. discount should be allowed. The. plai
elaimed aise, $300 for demurrage. 'This, tee, the leariied 't
held, failed upon the evidence. The action was, thereforE
xnissed as against the defendant lumber company. The. de
ant bank, under the ternis of their letter, simPly agreed 1
lease theîr lien as the plaintiffs sheuld fromn tixue to tîiu
payingo for the lumber accordmng to the terme Of tiie co
make their interest appear. The action failed aise as againg
baaxk. Judgment for the defendant luxnber company, upoin
ceunterclaim, for $7,060 and $1,360, with intereet frexu the
when the former. sum was flrst payable, and on the. mû
suais making up the latter from the respective dates at i
they should have been paid. As to the remainder of the lu
still in the possession of the defendants and available UndE
contract, the plaintiffs are to be at liberty te aPPlY to th
fendant lumber eompany and obtain it; but, in the ci,
stances, and to avoid further difficulty and possible litig
they must first pay the $7,060 and $1,360 and intereat anÉ
pay for the remainder of the lumber in full as leaded. U
boat. Both the defendants te have their ceete against the 1
tiffe. M. MeFadden, K.C., and J. E. McEwen, for the pl~a
J. L. O 'Plynn, fer the defendant lumnber eompany. P. T.
land, for the defendant bank.
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