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HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE.

AL COURT. MA&Y 318T, 1912.

H-AMILTON v. VINEBERG.

Contrat-Architect-Co unterdlaira-Further Count-
7im by Part y Brou ght in as De fendant to (Jounterclaimn
ýreglarity-Waiver - rac tice -Liquidated Damages
Delay-Eztras--Assent of Owner-Absence of Coflu--

botween Architect and Contradtor-Certiicate of
Wêiec4t-Finalit y-Cause of Delay - Costs-S cal e of
ýs-Evilde lc e-Findings of Trial Judge-Appeal.

al by the defendant £rom the judgment of SuTaxxaL&ND,
605.

ippeal was heard by FALÇoNBRIDGR, <.J.K.B., BBamOX
>ZLL, JJ.
suéls, K.O., for the defendant.

Cattauaeh, for the plaintiffs and one l3urnham, de-
I>y counterelaim.

:LL J, :-amilton and Walker are a contracting firi;
erd into a written building eontract with Vineberg ta
,crding to the plans of Burnham. an architeet; after
[finished, their work, as they assert, they aaaigned al

d1ue under thie contract to Gray, and, withi Gray as a
iff, sued Vineberg. Vineberg defended, and added a
laimt, hiimseif being therein plaintiff, and lIamnilton
ker, Gray, and the arehitect, Burnhaim, being the dIe-
ctaiming that the work, etc., was done badly by Hlanuil-

Walker, with the "connivance" of Burnlhani, and so
Lut paid was more than enough. Hie dlaims also against
i. and Walker and Burnham for breach of contrat-


