
PaneLs not being as ordered; that it had not beento defendant that the greater part of the granite mwtreated by the PrOcess of fine axing as to presentlight appearance, and only the polished tablets licolour; and therefore that defendant was not boicept or pay for thle monument.
A. R. Ayle8wortli K C, and j. N ih rnappellants, Flailtiffs., ç.FcOai

T.Iislop, for deýfendant.
The judginent of the Court (ARMIOUR, C.JT.OMIACLENNAN, MlocS, JJ.A,-LSTEl, J.A., havingthe argument) w-as delivered by
-MOSS, J.A., who, after setting out the lacis andence, and disposing in favour of plaintiffs of thewhether, assurning the montument to bc of the desigrit so orresp<ne i worknashp and detail witli ta8 to lustify plaintiffs in maintaining that the conbeau so perfornied as to entitle them. to be paid foceeded as foilows:

The next objection is that the assigninent to thedoes not entitie thein to inaintain titis action in1 tnIaines.
It is ad that the instruiment is not an absoiniment and that it is sliewn thaï; The plaintiffs are flotficial owners of the dlaim. B3ut At purports ta be anasulgxunent and dues operate to Dnas,, thi 1-awl

tlculai
ýprfi


