
R8L(>.INEý v. 7<IL ')1J1'1,L C'O.

1902, coiitaiiwd a provision that ini jas 'liýnt iit- failud to
proeeed with the work with sucli expe-dit lin or î)icii hilianntr
as the, arehiitect might direct and to bi atsavindfed
ants nîit cancel the contract. 'it als-o 1,ro iled thuit în cvaSe
of dispute with regard to the performancei( of the work or fro!n
any cause ini counectioîî with thc wýorký, Cie sanie wus refu'rr,-d
to the architect, whose decisien shld lie b 1miai.

T1h(- dlefnce made to the actin wns, tha lie ahove nieil-
tioned tcrmns apl>liedl and thaýt plaini is ngetdand refî-tio
to proceed:( wi th the werk as dlirocted by hie ao lieva
althiouglrl ctcl rquIt. hY hiixu to rvn l elee
and rufused te dIo so, \vwreupijon lfldnscîîildtev
trac(t., anj(I lut plaintiffs' ('ofl(ltRt iii rcuin o l)<(.\la-

sud 8 t aiplvý justifv the eancellationi.
Thy lscst Up the want of a certiicate froni the archi-

tect a14 ho the work donc, and thcy countcrclaiîncd for dam-
agesý for brcach, of the conhract, but iîcither of thiese claims
seemis to have been seriously pres.scd, and they wr ot ne-
ticed in the reasons for appeal or in thearuet

Tlroe decoration of the w-ails and ceiliags that plaintiffs
undertoek consisted of covc(ring the wal excep)t thlose of
clt ies, clesets) wil Ilcanvas, aind the ciig thnulnto
lx, huiiig aiid pasted to the wal.Before thIi.- wvork coidd be
eutcred iupon, it was cf course nieccssary that flic plastcring
cf flle wvalls sud ceilings should have beeni properly doue se
asý to puit thiem ini a condition to receive flec decorators' treat-
mnt. And it is obvious that, in ondri te uudertak-
ing-, plaintiffs would expeet that the work cf the other trades
and the general progress of the building would bo so ad-
vanced that whcn they entered lapon fliîir work, thce condi-
tion cf thle parts would bc such as te cuable thcm te continue
withoutf interrup]tion ntil they had cempleted their contract.

As it hpnethe work was se delayed that plaintiffs'
centrctwIch wasý origiuslly te have been complctedl on or

before 15th August, was not entered tipon until October,
and this without auy defauit on plaintiffs' part. Even wheu
they commeuced, the condition cf the varieus flats wus un-
satisfactory, but in defereuce te the direction cf the archi-
tect the work was preceeded with as far as possible. Work
ivas done on the 4th floor, followed by work ou the 3rd fleer.
Then an effort was mnade te proced with the (6th lloor. Here
the plaster wus f ound unfit to receive plaintiffs' work; the
resit was that with the assent, if net by the direction of the

arcitlt th-ork wait suspended for some time and plain-
tiffs' non returned te New York. On 6th January, 1903,
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