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But it is said that thiere asa paroi agreernent b)etw."ll
the par-tiesý that defenldalt sblould have Ille right to mk
conîriwes oni hlir owni behlaif. If suicli an unlders;tandiulg
formled a condition precedent t(, the co irlt inight, of
course, be provedl by paroi, and, as defendant ,sptglit to
establish this, 1 aliowed evidence of what took plao at itý
tie of and prior Io the siguing of the agreemient, Io gu> in,
subjeet to objection. Suceli a Condition, h1owevr, su mnater,,.
aIly niiodifying m1iat 1 conc(eive te be theu plain effect of the.
written contract, would obviou 111quir to be el'bihe y
thle cleareet evidence. Thlis lias certainly fl been doe. Tl k.
Most thiat lias heenl shewn%, is that Dyson explainled that iiu.
contract need fot interfere wilth d(,efdant'>, buinsg
feudiant's business was thiat 4Jraufatrn alld ,elliiig
f ents, amwuings, fiags, etc. Contracting for ecrtin foriue.d
ne( regular part ut it- It is frrue that both defendant anud hai
manager, ossay taflit for two or three iininlis prier to tii.
date of the agreemet they vhad been preplirirng inaterial uor
thle anticipated decoration', but the evidence, taking It al
together, docs flot establish tliat Dysenoi knew of thia.

1 therefere lind that iii respect W ail thev contracc ta m
tered into by defondant dilrixig the royalv& vi7sît, mlhether tajLqeu
inii hi owni naine or in that et plainitiffs, ho acted as p)ilnititt.,'
agent; . ad thatlihe i> bolind te accounlt to thelju for al ilqneu.y
reveivedl thevreunder.

TuIrning to the flrst part of the cotunterlajini, it j$n
disputed that certain goods w'ere supplied by defendjant aq
L)vgsui's requesýt;: but plaintif's ebject te file priues, chrp
for t hein. These price-s admnittedly include a profit te , d1,
fendant, whereas plaintiffs confondl that they are enly hiable
for the. aetualikt. The articles ini question werv &11 11f4
or int.nded te b. uiiaed in, cunnection with the work, plaill-
Éifsý had unde-rtak.n te dIo in Ottawa. The contract previide
that plaintiffs are «to psy ail expenses for the Carryillg ont
t nyl ork thaft mray b. cunitracted for" ' "and t.pay asi neuneration ](I per vent. ef ail 811e1unt,1 receiveýd forpublic wetrk - - and 20 per ceut. on ail amnount,
receied for private workM,- As a ',latter et tact, with onn
Pmrtvely rew ecpin.plaintiffs supplied frei their ovrustc alU the. materlals requiired; buit there was uething in
the contriet (AMjigiuq them tO this. Thr wa n<>thn toPrvn their agking tf, ant sû their agent, teb prioelir


