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MEREDITII, C.J.C.P., in a written judgment, said that it Wasquite clear from the evidence that, but for the strike of the plain-tiffs' workmen, their contract would have been performed withina time quite satisfactory to ail persons concerned. It could flotbe found that the plaintiffs had exhausted their reasonabie timefor the performance of their contract at the time when the striketook place; and the time during which that strike Iasted was flotto bc counted against the plaintiffs: Hick v. Raymond & Reid,[1893] A.C. 22; Sims & Co. v. Midland R. W. Co., [1913]1i K.B.103. No fault could be found with the judgxnent of the trialJudge on this branch of the case.

On the other branch, the finding was, that the defendantshad flot within a reasonable time performed their contract withthe third parties, and so couid flot enforce it. No time was fixedfor the performance of this contract. Froni the 7th Juiy tilithe 19th Septernher the defendants did nothing effectuai towardsperformance; and it couid flot be said, under ail the cîrcunistancesof the case, that the trial Judge erred in his finding that they hadfailed to supply the material within a reasonable time, and sowere guilty of a breach of their contract, and could flot enforceit or rcco ver damages for a breach of it.
l3oth appeals should be dismissed.

LIWNox, J., agreed with the Chief Justice.

Appeals dismissed with costs.
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