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clause p;rovided only for the deduction from the salarM for lost timne upon
the basis of the nurnber of teaching days in tie particular perir:d to whieh
tnie contract under the operatioâ of clause 5 should apply. The trial
Judge held that plaintiff was entitled ta the same salasy for the sanie
portion of the second terni as of the fir;t, L.e, $-lS for five-sixth3ý of the terni
(which the evidenoe shevreC the unexpired portion of thé (first) terni in
fact was), or $go for the who!e term. Verdict for plaintiff on this basis.

Per Tu-cm, C.J., and HA.-iNrTOei and IcLpEoD, JJ. This appeal
froni the County Court Judge's judgment must be dismissed with costs:
L'.NDRY ar.d CYREGORY, JJ., dissenting.

Gregoryv, K. C,, in support of appeal. 0. S. Crocket, contra.

Virovtnce of mDanîtobal.

KING'S BENCH.

Richards, J. 1 April z6.
BRITISH CANADIAN LO.12 CO. :-. FARMER.

Desct iphon of land- Inner and ouler /wvo mles of parish lot -. Iuiýtike
Rectdit!tirn of decil- Po'ssession - Oi-casior;.a/ ha - cuiigs- Jntect,
rate of-3feaning of -liiiéities "- -ni si vears arrearj of iniereçf
(In for eclosure.

Foreclosure of mort-agc hy defendant to plaurîtiffs of ]and descrihed
as " Lots 19 and 2o in the Parîsh of Headiingly, according to the Domninion
(overnxnent sur-.-y thereof, contaîniing hy adJmeasurcment 418 acre~s, lie
the sarie more or less,'? a-id fer rectification of the inortgage so as to mahie
ii cover the outer two miles of said r'arish lots as well as the inner; plaini
tiffs allegîng that such was the intention of the parties at the time the boan
was made and that the outer two miles %Rere omitted by mutual mistake.

The acreage of thc in'ier two miles of the two lots was Oilly 223.(65,

and that of the outer two miles 197.57, or altogether 42 1.22 acres.
ldd, that the case for rectification of the mortgage as asked for was

good on the following among other grounds:-
(i). Because the defendant, who was a man~ of intelligence and

education, had sig,îed the mortgage which stated tha' the property lic was
conveying contained 418 acres more or less whereas without tic Otîter twu
miles the two lots only contained 223.65 acres.

(2). The defenciaît hiad, three years after the c;ate of the mnrtgagc,
asked the plaintiffs tri discharge the mortgagc as to the right of way of a
railvay company runnin-. to his knowl_ýdge only through the outcr two
miles of the lots, and had .irranged that the price .)f such right of way
should be paid by the Railw.'.y Company to thc plaintiffs ini reduction of
the debt due under the mnortgagL_.
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