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Ini Gray v. Siep&ens (1906), 16 Man. 189, thére wae a
provision for tiine allowance in case the plain)tif was delayed
in the prosecution or completion of the work, 'but that "no
such allowanco shall be made unless a clain therefor is pre-
sented ini writing to the architeet within 36 hours of the
occurrence of sucli delay." The plaintiff without his default
and within thie ieaning of the clause was prevented from
beginning hie work, and after beginning- from. completing it
-ie did not present any ' daim to the architect, and thee
Manitoba Court hield that lie had no right to an aflowance.'
But there niothing done by the owner or his'architect made
it impossible for the contractor to make a dlaim, and the case
is not at all in point so far as I have quoted it.' But the
remnainder of the decision is ini point-the ownet was to be
paid $20 a week in case of delay beyond the tlime flxed. The
time fixed for completion was Septemiber 15th, 1903, but the
owner orilered some extra work done which was commienced
oxnly January 14th, 1904. The Court held that the allow-
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