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The quesý:tioni for decision was, hehrthe correspx
sufficiently identified the subject of the alleged contract.

There was no rooin for doubt s to what both parti
writmng about-it wss the property which the defenda
recently bought from. the Meindie, a mercantile site s
adjuncts and acesre, esements, etc., a usable going g
If the. defendant had not meant tiie wliole property obtaind
the MeindIs, when hoe wrote on the 22nd Mardi, 1920, hg
have defined wbat hoe was sèlling, have made stipulations a
lane, and ho would have wýired in reply to the plaintiffs b
of sacptanoe. As a inatter of fact, it was only when the. de
got a botter offer that ho began to hedge and advance the. î
proposition that xxo lane was included in hie offer.

Thie writings sufficiently iâentified the property as clai
the. plaintiff.

Counsel for the defendant did not raise any question a
tender mnade on behalf of the plaiutiff, if indeed any queut
open to the defendant. Counel for the plaintiff absu<:
dlaim for substantiai damages made in his pleading, anc
that lie would be content with inominal danmaes. alth(


