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It, is argued that the plaintiff rendered his aceounit to thev
eoinpany; b ut the saine thîing, took place ini the Lakeian cs
(L.R. 5 Q.B. at p). 615) ;and the subsequent transaotions bc-
tween the parties were at lea;st ais favourahie to the plaintiff's as
te the defendant s contention.

The appeal should be allowed and the Referce.*s fiining rg-
in8tated w'ith eosts here and belowv.

FALCONxiRîîx;E, C 1 J.K.B., LATCHFORD and KELLY, JJ., cou-
eurred, eaeh giving î'easons ini writing.

Appeal locd

SECOND Ilvi31SAI, Ci OURT'. I)îrcF:mBE 30TH, 1915,

('OIBY v. PERKUS.

110 hnc'L . (711- (if ('oH ractiOV Abud<nn mi df
Work-Tne for R itrio f Liten and ('ommi uoeee
of AcinMe iiaii e aiir Lieni Acf, RXO
1914 clé. 14(), secs. 2,23 -Anmoit Div Io Conitracter- affer
AItowci'tnu for D~fcxand ,von-coin pletioii.

Apea 11we eenai front the judgineit of the ol
Judge at Iieyryil, proeeedixig to enforce two ehais
liens, for work donco andi iaterial supplied by the p,ýlintio'
undeî' a eolntraet for doing 1h1o Peavation anti foundaiîti wor-k
of a b)uildinig upon thll efnat' land, the' plaintif eurat
ing direeti% with the defendant,

Bythe judgrine-it anpvealed front, the plaintiff Ias devklared
enititled to a lien for 4v 4 debt and *179.62 costs, and the
defendlant was ajdtlIiable te pay these, suinis.

11h0 appe li a ber y FALCONBRIDGE.: (XJ.K.B.. RîuuDEtL,
LATC11FORD, anld KýELLY, jJ.

("iieont Crnt, foir the appellant.
D.1. Gamble, KÀXý', for the plaintlif. esodet

KELLY, J., delîvering the judgrnent of the ('ouirt, >;aidl ilha
(bi thé plaiintiff's own evidencoe the lien eould flot be upheld,
The 1ilaui miniig of the evidenee was, that hoe abandoned the

wor oni the th Dveeiner, 1914, not agail returning to it
eNeton thie 3rd Fbur,1915, ini or*der,ý as he saîd, to Pro-


