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ils of the sash, in referenee to the 1-iron frame, ini which the
itects required an alteration to be made, involving the intro-
ion of a new and special section called the "long flange sec-
?, The defendants said that they endeavoured to make the

Lges, but were delayed ini so doing, and were ultimately in-
-ted by the plaintiffs and their architects to proceed with thie
ý as provided in the original contract, which they did-the
itiffs were responsible for the delay.
'lie defendants had been paid the eontraet-price of theiýr
-rial and -work.

'he action was tried without a jury at Toronto.
L M\cKay* , Ký.C., for the plaintiffs.
leorgo WIkie,. for the defendants.

.L UTE, J., inî a written judgment, set out at lenigth thie ficts;
the correspondence between the parties. lie said that

ery was not cominenced or eompleted within thev time stait>ed
e contract; àt did flot commence until Scptenibwr, 19141, and
not comnpleted until December, 1914. The d1eliveýry' pro-
1. for in the contractvwas waived by the, parties owving to) the,
, in the endeavour to get the, long flange iii place.( of 11w
mlie. anlda niew date for delivery was fixed for.June following;
,laintiffs stil iaslkiig for and thledfndtsneaorg
ipply the long filange. What took place a1ppeared firoml a

corespndeceand seýveral inter-views, the resuit of which,
blatintiffs contended, salse a default on the ar of thev
idants. Th'le dlefendants contended that, the time for delivery,
ioned ini the, contract having been waived,deirywtn
eonable tinec was-t ail that was required; that they did derliver

nareasonlable timne; 11n1d tha't the' laintifsffee no ]os,
le defenldants, dlefault, if any .
lie fact that article 6 was waived and a new dlate fixed did,
anount to a waiver of that part of the, vontract(t which pro-

that delivery* should be made at sucli lime ais wold not
construction of the building. it was in the contemplation

tii partiv4 thiat thle chlange vouIl mot delay the construction
ebuilding.
was contendedf for thev defenidants that they hadl a reaison-

time to complete, and1( that the resnbee must bu
Lired( by th(, cireumastances airisilg lit te date wlien fLit

ne-iehad ceased to be applicable, and not at te Limie
)ntract was entered into: Hudison on)i Building Contracta, 4 lh
n. 503, and cases cited; also, that te Lime for complietion


