
praperty upon these ternis; and forthwith endeavoured ta'
find purchasers, or ta arrange a syndicate ta takae over th~e
property.

Au option or agency of longer duration was sought. A
document giving an option until the 29th was prepared, and
presented for signature, but the signature was promptly and
einphatically refused.

Just before the expiry of the tume Iiniit, the plaintiff
conimunicated with the defendants and was given until 2
p.mn. uext day to coxnplete bis arrangement. In the mean-
time the plaintiff had nmade sortie endeavour ta fiud pur-
chasers, and had failed. Various suggestions as ta exchange
were refused by the defendants.

IDuring the searcli for a purchaser the plaintiff spoke to

Mr. Grant, and obtained from iihm a verbal agreement to
take sanie interest iu a syndicate ta be fornied. Grant had
heard af the property when offered for sale sanie tixue earlier
than this at a sinaller price, and was willing ta take some

share if acceptable ca-advenurers eaiuld be found. A dis-
pute ultimately arase between the. plaintiff and Grant as to,

the amount of bis contribution, and this ended by Grant
witharawing and declining to have auything further ta do>
with the plintiff. The plaintiff then nmade an endeavour to,
filn sanie one who would ta1ke Grant's place in the proposed
syndicate, but, as already stated, lus efforts <proved abortive.

In the niaautixne Grant, having had his attention thus
drawn ta the property, placed himself in direct conununica-
tioi witli the defeudants. This was alter the expiry af the
origiual option at two o"cloclç on Mouday, buit beforç thue ex-
tension until twa o'clack on Tuesday was up. Nothing fur-
ther was donc. The defendants coninunicated with the
plaintiff at the expiry af the time limited, and lue adniitted
lhi iability ta Enud a purchaser. Subseqnently the defendauts
sold~ the~ land for the stipulated price ta Grant and s.uQtler
e.o-adventurer.

The plaintiff bases his claim upon the fact thiat thue prop-
erty was sold ininediately after the expiry of the tiue lirit,.
ta Grant, and the property lad been intraduoed ta Grant's
consideration by hlm.

The negotiatians leading ta the sale ta Grant and lis
con frere were quite independent af any negotiations between
the -Plaintiff and Grant. The case is not one where the
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