
BOYD,~~~~~~ C.-h litfscamalarge amnoant of damgs
$100,000, against the~ deednsfor breaelx of contract inxno)
supplying inatel tocaryo a cosruton contract md
by the plani with the owner othe land, the defendans
This action was aunch~Ied aftr mnk' 'lien proeedi
liad been begipi by an alee 1eoler, on behlf of hmef
and all thers, agintth ontrar and the owners. To det
mine what should b. paid for linit nay be neeessary t
consider the rights of the cotators and owners inter se; u
the eontraetQrs 4o not propose to elaii auy lien on the propery
and refuse to brn in an suc Iaim inthe inechaniLes' lien po
ceedings. They arqe limn laiuc larger surn than thevau

of he and bywayof amaes gaistthe owners; and hi
claim, if su#sfl ilntitreewth the right of hs
having liens to b. Âqkune heAt The plaintiffs do o

the statut. is of!ufcetsrnec to enable the judicial offc]
charged with the mehre'le otest to bar the plaintif
in their ided etato n stay all proceediigs theriI

perptualy.Allthigs effsar towQI* ont the liens quoi
thelad rewihi hi jriditinbut 1 do not thiuk a wi14i

eh. 69, sec 37.4 M 9Ew
1 vcat th orer o say rocdins, ithail costs of motio

and appeal to b. intecus oteplitfs
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