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Britton, J.)] QuEMI'S COLLEGE V. JÂYNE,. [April 28.

Vendor aend purchas.er-Contract for purchase of 14fld-N-egotia_
tions-hwcomplete eontract-Specific performzance.

The plaintifse' solicitor wrote to the defendant suggesting
that the latter should offer $13,000 for a farta owned by the
plaintiffs, of which the defendant had a lease. The defendant
wrote in answer, "I1 have concluded to purchase the farmi at your
price, $13,000," and the plaintiffs' solicitor replied, "I aecept
your offer of $13,00V." In none of these letters was anything
said about the ternis of purchase, except that in the first tixe
solicitor stated that the ternis of paymient cotuld be made vtry
easy. At a subsequent interview between the defendant and t.he
solicitor, ternis of paymeiît were discussed, and the solicitor mnade
an informai memiorandum of thc mode, time, and anouint of
payrnents to be made by the defendant. which the defeiîdant
signed, but refused to sign a formnai agreement afterwards drawn
up by the solicitor, containing the sanie provisions with the addi.
tion of one for payment of interest.

Held, that no completed contract had been established: and
an action to compel speeifle performance was dismissed.

Bristol, Cardiff and Swansea Acraled Rread Co. v. 31aggs
(1890) 44 Ch. D. 616. and Hiissey v. Hforne-Iayne 4 App. C'as.
311 followned.

Farrell, for plairtifsq. IVIitiage K.C, for- defendant.

Falconliridge, C.J.K.B., Britton, J., Magee, J.1 [May 8.

Towi,;smp 0F, ELMSLEY V. MILLER.

DiseovetÎ - Production of d.oc.uments - Privilege Doctn 'ni s
secured in view of possible litigaf ion.

Documents obtaincd by the sol'citor., of the plaintiff tsn nid
themn in forming an opinion as to the legal rights of the plaintifrs
in reference to a road, are privileged f rom produetion ini on
action brought as a resuit of the opinion forxned hy the Roliio<rs.
notwithstanding that an action was flot expres-sly eonteinpihited
when the solicitors wvere instructed ta obtain the necessary i-
formation and give the opinion.

Learoyd v. Halifax Joint Stock Bauking Co. (1895) 1 Ch,
686 followed. Decision of TauTznt,, J., affrmed.j C. A. Meoss, for plaintiffs. Grayson Srnih. for defendants.


