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Plaintîlis in ttheir aceount ineluded a chargre for eloth.
bingî 1,000 mort> copies Vlan ordered. The cost of thia
h)inding, according to their account sworn Vo ini evidenoe, is
:ý8 cent., per copy; there mnust, therefore, be deducted the
auîn of $385, whielh leaves a sumn of $1,335.95 due plaintiffs
in respect of their account....

Plaitiffis ask that they be allowed Vo coxuplete the books
a.nd to seli Vhem. They arc not, 1 think, entitled. Vo this
relief. Defendanth in respect of the copyright and the use
of their plates, etc., have an interest in the books. Beinig
uýopyrighted, they could be disposed of Vo no one but defend-
ants, and when completed they were to be shipped Vo d0e-
fendants' order in Nova Seotia. For these reasons, 1. an,
of opinion that it was VIe understanding between the par-
tics that the property ini what was printed from defendant,'
plates passed to defendants without delivery, subjeet to
plaintiffs' lien thereon: Burnett v. MeBean, 16 [Y. C. ,,.
167; a~nd that therefore plaintiffs are flot entitled to sil
theni.

It was the duty of defendants under the contract t» giv,.
to plaintilts binding instructions at sucli tixnes throughour
the year of Vlie currency of the contraet as would have
enabIed plaintiffs Vo complote the samne within the yeszr.
This they omitted to do in respect of 3,000 copies, and I
flnd that plaintiffs arc, entitled Vo damages in respect of such
breach on the part of defendants, and, if plaintifs dlesire it,
let it be referred Vo the Master to, ascertain the amiount ()f
sueh damages and Vo dispose of the costs of the reference.

13y Vhe couinterclaini, defendants charge plaintiffs wiîL
having retained in their possession the plates, etc. ...
On 25hSepteinler, 1903, when te 5,000 copies were coin.-
pleVedl, plaintiffs ceased to have any right to retaîi the plawbi.
Asz t the other articles, they were required in eýonnecti),
withi the binding, which 'was dclayed. by defendants' default
thiroughout the year. But when, on l3th July, 1904, the
time for completing the contract expired, plaintiffs e-eased k>
have anyl riglit to retain these other articles.

There watt, however, no obligation on plaintiffs' part t.
bring th(, goods Vo defendants or to do anything looking to
their, return, excepV Vo permit defendants or their represen
fative, oni demnand, Vo reinove Vhem. Dafenidantsz madLe no
sudIl dlerand. -Tintil they did. there eould be no wrongul


