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*SIEICHS v. HUGHES.

Cvro4-Sale of Flour--Failure Io Jeliver Full Quantity-WeeklIi
Deliverie4--Delivery "as Required"-Necessity for Demanid-
A greeme it la Postpone Time for Deiivery-Statute of Frauiide

-C(onstructiont of Contraci-Loss of Righi to Reqt*ire Deliv(ril

- -Abanýdoinent-Iferelce from Silence.

Appeal by the defendant front the'judgment Of KELLY, J.,

13 O.W.-N. 10.

The appeal was heard by MACLAItEN and }IODGINs, JJ.A.,

LATrC1FORD and SUJTHERLAND, .JJ., and FEiuiusoN., J.A.
W. N. Tilley, K.C., for theappellant.
W. B. Northrup,, K.C., for the plaintiff, respondeut.

FERi L7soN, J.A., in a written judgment, said that the plaint utVs

Cdaimi was for dazrniges for breach of contract arising out of a

writteiu agreement between him and the defendant, for the pur-

eha.e and sale of flour. The plaintiff was a baker, and the de-

fendant a flour and 'feed merchant, both carrying on business in

Belleville, Ont ario . The contract read: "Bought ofb. P. Hughie,

nealer r lo ur and Feed etc. Terns Cash. Belle ville, Oetober

14, 1915. Mr .J. F. Siericlis. 1,560 bags H. Queeni S2.45. De-

livery as reqtired-30 bags week is to be taken out byNoenr

Ist> 1916." The writing was signed by both parties.
Afthough the plaintiff wus entitled to ask for aud receive 1,560

* This case mid ail others so marked to be reported in the Onitarie)

lwReports.
11-14 o.w,.N


