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APPELLATE DIVISION.

)MI DIVI-SIONAL COURT. JANUAity 2w»), 1920.

REID v. C. G. ANDERSON LIJMBER CO.

racts-Sale and Delivery of Lumber-C--on.trulction of Aýgreemnn
-Uncondîional Agreement to Deliver 8Spcite Qwutiy-
Damages for Breach- Variation in Amount.

Lppea1 by the defendants fromi the judgîuent Of KELLY, J.,
ý.W.N. 383«

'h. appeal was heard by MEnni>ITF, '('J.C.P., RIDDErlL,,
'1uOmR, and M1DDi)iLET0N, JJ.
rilliaim Laidlaw, K.C., and S. H. I3radford, K.C., for the
lIsnts.
LMcKay, K.C'., and P. E. F. Smily, for the plaintiffs, respond-

ATiHFRoi, J., in a written judgmnent, said that the appellants
3een beld liable for $2,605.61 dan)ages for breach of a contraet
ffl to the respondents 1,000,000 feet of lumber, of divers
df dimensions, "to be w1hat we"--the, appellaits--"prioduiee
our Massey logs up to the above amnount in each itemi."
he appellants furnished only 700,000 feet, and contended
th.y were not obliged under their contract to supply more
ths<t quantity, although it wws clearly establied at the

that they eut about 2,000,000 feet fromn their-Maey Iogs.
heir contention was that, according to the usual practive in
ig, they could not eut fromi such Iogs wvithout serious loss the.
ic undertakzen to be delivered. If this contention was
Aed to the Jogicât concilusion, the appellant8, by their w
in sawing to greater advantage to themselves other sizes


