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the term "No. 9," and that "coarser" meant the grades of
ýe, such as 8 and 7, drawn coarser or thicker than 9.
It appeared fromn the evidence that iL is difficuit to manufac-
e wire wxth, 8uch nicety and exactness as to keep to the perfect
iidard under a particular number, and that sliglit variations
not eas-il1yý avoided.
Upon the argument of the appeal, the Court was asked wo
iÉ;true the contract so as Vo determine one poiînt,wehr
* laintiffs could insist, as they did, that they coufl cail for

9 within the limits between .140 and .144, or whether the
endants had the riglit, provided they kept wîthin the Ilimits
ween .140 and .148, Vo supply wire as No. 9, even if it ran
weell .144 and .148.
1'o long i)s the defendants supplied wire of a diamieter hetween
0 and .148, the plaintiffs could noV dlemand that wha1t "11ould
sent Vo themi -hould be in effeet wbiat asknown ini the tradle
'No. 9 qcant," that is Vo say, between .140 anid .144.
The appeal of the defendants should therefore be allowed uipon
question of the proper construction Vo be placed on the word

>eCify'
'The counterclaimi should be dismissed; the eross-appeal shotild
disnissedi; and the plaintiffs' judgment for the qmali l aimi of
;2.,52 should stand.
There should be no costs for or against either partyN of the
ion or appeal.

MUa.ocx, CJ. Ex., and KELLY, J1., agreed With SUTHERLAND, J.,

Rn>nx)IL, J., agreed in the resuilt, for reasons statedl in wNrit iig.
aid that the real dispute was this: the plaintiffs t9 the

ition that they miight select fromn what was rcgi~a
ge No. 9, wire exactly gauge No. 9 and finer, i.e., frorn .144 Vo

ofan inch iii diameter; while the dlefendans mnaintained that
plaintiffs couldl specif y only the gauige--No. 9), No. 8;, No. 7 -
coul flot catli upoii the defend(anits Vo firinih onily the fluier

de of No. 9- The plIaintiîfs'elaimi %vas unifoundi(ed. If thle exact
xi aai their exact meaning were taken, the plaintiffs hadi 1v
It to anv wvire und(er .144 att aili-thlat belig exact gauige No. 9.

aM4suming that No. 9 mleant fromn .140 Vo .148, their case was
advýanýedi; they mnight specify No. 9 or any coarser gatige-

h as No. 8--but there was no power Vo break up) a gauige and
for wire of a particuilar diameter or dliameters withini the gauige,
luding all other diarneters.

L4TVHFORD, J., agreed with RrnDELL, J.

Judgment beloiered


