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architect’s letter of the 14th March made no complaint about
colour. This letter the defendants professed to set out in their
letter of the 14th March, but part of it was, by accident or de-
sign, omitted. :

In view of these findings of fact, the legal objections were
not tenable. 3

This costly litigation was all about the sum of $23, as the de-
fendants were willing to pay $102. ¢

The appeal should be dismissed with costs.
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