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R. WEDDEu.L & Co. v. LARKIN ANI) SANO--(STER-CLUTE, J.-
JUNE 8.

COitrct - Work and Laboiur Sucota -Sb-n

tract ors RoUnd by Provisions of Main CnrdImsof Ciaimt
and Coin terclaiîýï-Fîndî?tgs of F -RfrceC tsj-The
plaintiffs brought this action to rege mlis legd t ,
(lue for work doue under a sub-contract, dated the 161th April.
1910, between thein and the defendants, who were contraetorm
with the Dominion Goveriimexît for the cosrcinof a section
of the Trent Valley Canal. There was alsoi a eounterclajini 1by
the defendants. The action and eouiitcrclaimi werc tried wvithW
ont a jury at Belleville. The principal question involved iii thev
action was, whether, under the terms of the plajinitifs' sub-
eontract, they were bound by the provisions of thedfnat'
eontract with the Government. This and other que.stions oif fart
arising -were considcred by the learned Judgc ini a written opini-
ion of Nome length, and decidcd îin favour oif tii. defendanits,
with the. exceeption of one item. Juâgmnent direeting a referelice
to ascertai the amount to which the plainitiffs are entitled for
the. portion of work donc under a certaini letter of the 25th
July, 1913, subsequent to, that date, andf not paid for., alkd .1lsu
to ascertain the amounit due to the. defenidantls under their
counterclaim. Except as to .the one itemi, th(, action is disniisaeýd,
F'urther, directions aud'costs reserved. E~. G. Porter, K.('.. and
W. C'arnew, for the plaintiffs. A. M. Stewart, foi- the, defetid-
ants.

CANADAN PRE.SSED) BRICK C'0. V, o~M~LrN J.- ,JuNF, 9.
Fraiuditleiit Coiiveyaiire-Husi.baed anid Wi - te) IPD-ý

feêt Creditors of Huisbanýd-Claiim of Creditor «gai mt fluxa-
band- Coutract -Novat ion 'ieceiAto to ne.ov.r
from the. defendant George Cole $1,787.50. thi. prie o! bricksm
supplied to hum by the. plaintiff coipany, ami to set axide a
convcyanee o! the 241h July, 1914, fromi the. defendant Gercii
Cole to the defendant Sarah Cole, his wvife, of ai houa. whleh
was gubstantially his sole asset. The action wvas triedl withoiut a
jury at Hlamilton. Ant attempt waa mmade by the defrudant
George Cole to establish that there was a novation by'% whleh
the plaintiff eompaniy undertook to aeeept on.v Metherdt'l am itm
debtor and to, release Cole. This detence was flot mamd. out upon
the. evidence. As to the conveyance to the. wifv. the. learnedl


