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Lstatate:" Fry on SpcfePrfrin t'h ed., p. 281;
ood v. MNidgley, 5 De G. M. & G. 41, 46.
In this case the defendant ln bis. letter doe-s flot repudiate the.

iintiffs' statement that hie hadi made the offer in question. nor
il its full and clear ternis as set out iu the pflaintiffs' letter are
any w'ay ilnaceurate, nor dioes he( state that lie lias w-itlidrawni

Ile admnits that lie madle the offer Nwieh the lintiffs were
cepting byv the letrof thei 4tli A ugust, A fter doinzg sui i ou
er, lie eesin his letter ti)o excuise iniiseif fromn i-omlltînig it,
t on the( ground thatl lie ha,ý not made il or lias withdtrawn I il
fore its cetaebut that in lte meaimae Ilie wvam nlot "in
c sanie position" as lie was at thie tme lie inadu th-- offer but
ânep golig ta inpg liad -iivested so heoavily % thial lie,
is nul now in a position lu dIo anything fuirtlier. 1 o l w
,Iinied tn thilik th-at succh aý luter. wheun writteun and sigard-i in
ply to the le4tter of Ilhe p-laintiffs, wouId, mnder terdinarvl- cir-
listances, bind the defondant. Il ix truc thit ail the rnd of
ý letter or thle lith Auigust lle uses this Language,Tlnin
u for your ome, s thougli lie were tneating th, imatter Ili Il
ther a, an offer f roiin the plaintiffs, whiehi lie, ioulid ar-epl.thani
letter wriftn by imii in revply bo onle in whioli the p)laintifs-
ýre, statingr li theyacepe the offer previuuisly mnadeb h iini.
I eiv thedfednt' story tha;t on the :ilt)i .1111% h.

d deelared Ibis ioffer anld 1 le neogot iatfions ofy, lbult, in TihaI t vîw
î letter of the l5thi August was eertainly a enroless and haadly
preusedl letter If lie intended il, as 1 bav-e nu) douibt hie (ild to
a repudiation of thle offer miade by- hiii rallier than an av-

ieseence thveinl.
Iris condulet later, also, was carelesa in eonneetiun wiîli aend-

e the telegrani allready referred b. This teern ao!
urse, more in the nature of an inquiry thani itnytig vise, and
in that sense more consistent withi the( view lini lie Itiught ii.
evious negotiations were at an end. Tii. plainitiffs, of eoun,-
ritend blinI bhe belegrani was sent and the visit of costella anil
iimeley made I the instance of the, defendant, and wilh t1w
'w bu disentangle hiii, if possible, fron thie efeeots (i! his elte.
isiy writený Icier. While the tellegrain. iinmediately followed

by the visit o! (Jostello axid Gornieley tu tii. vest, wuulld
nost lend colour to thiat contention, Ilieste two men1 ani ilid
fendant ail deny sueli tu lave heen tic fa.t. 1 eredlit their
itimny.
But, whiether the letter in question Nvould vonstitute a eon-

%et between the parties or not, this case, I tink, sioutdd ho de.
lied front another point of view. Il seems to me, aer iliat tie
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