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that the 1p;iint fl's are euItt il to reuver for ail iioîttys duec up
lu thbe date of thle xx îit, as a d],-]), aud i tuke theu aerotls dx
tu thle limie theu iiioneu *~ a-%s paidI iiito c ourt upoil the basis of thle
ilnforilaI ioni fa ru iîsbud inii t u j>aul julars a114 ud *ue>e vî thbu
plaîitifis as uo I'm'et, and 1 find ais Ilbe balaîtu dule t he suno pa id
iuto C ourt. 1 giVe j ndguîleut for' the plai;l s a a 111t the de-
fendant for luis sumu.i together xvitb iuteresl frolîn t b date of Ille

dîaî,the 111h1 Novellubur. upoît ail Illole~ s ' hleul dule, auld l'or
ifuteest upon au itstalluiemîts frontl thbu eîtd of uaubi îîouitb.

The exaut ainoutit max' lie 1w pue by t ie paurt lus. h 'i'îu loi' \
ni ('ou ît xvii bu pa id out , \%itb iiiY aeerlied iitrest, oun areoulit

of Ibis sumi.
The, quest ion iii uotrv ws xas th bu îigbt of th buplaiîîîifi's II

coumtiissioll upou iuaub(Ine(s takeu îlu exebauIIge. Sollie $i 3,UO(
()]-Il of iuui hr as beell so exubanged $8,050> of uîaebiiierv.

aigt bu prie alloxx ud u pou tlbu uxeltalige as a hasîs, st iii ru-
miniÎis oui bauid. For' th bu easous miore fuillY expia iued litI t 
trial, 1 tbiuk thue idaittifis fail iii tbe uýott ioni t bat tbe como
issiionl 8 payable iii respeut ot' titis aI the pl'senit lime. 'i'lî

u'xubange ot' ililebiîieex' was not oituîiatdbY t be origial
;i g 'Ill Uitt. tXhlie course cil duaiinîlg riesilting,ý ii exeblaiges

%%-;IN dopted, the' s3'steîn of pa.N'iuig commiission uponi the proceuds
of t b 11w n-hn iîaubiuurx' as, an, d N wen i was eouvertudi b

cas. ws aoptd ;aiid 1 do itol tiink tbat tbere is aux' foumîda-
lioni for XMr. Patteî'scn's eoriteiitîon that, although Ibis was the
rul(e during Ihe eurreîîuey o f the agreurnent, soîne other pwiinuiplc
ilnust iuow bue appied.

TChu dufundant las nu riglit bo relain tbis itaehînery for' ai
uuîrueasouabluý lime, and libue'ty uîiay bu reserx'ed lu the plaiittiffs
to apply for relief if theî'e ts any roen for the suggestion that
the defendant is neot in good failli enduavourng t l illand dis-
pose of the maehittery un iluest ion. Tberu is, hoeun reaison
to suippose that Ibe defeiitdant iliîtuîtds Retîîîg otherxvise' baît in

pu'etgood faith aîtd iii NuNdîtewith ils own wheutx'ii
îs niine lunes as great ais thali (f tbe plaintiffs.

The eone rentaiîting qluestîin is lthat of eosts. The pliiiifs8
have flot been right lhroughouî. but tbvy have sueeeededl in re-
coverilg a substantial sum of money due 10 them, aîtd the ordin-
ary rule 8liould apply; uosts should follow the event. By reaison
of Ille failure of the plaintiffs on the issue as bo the suend-haîîd

mi-aehinery, some allowanee should be nmade; and 1. Iheruofore,
direuct a deduclion of $75 f rom the laxed eosîs, as representing
th(, eosîs of Ihis issue.


