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npioy of andi rcspoîisib1u to plaintilh. 1-laintiîts s(il.
j they eouild rel v ani did rel.v upon the arehîteùtýs, aind
em>s a rnlost extraordinary thing that, affer the estimnate
20,5(m) and] t4e additionai allowanee of $500 as an out-
liruit of cost, flhc arcitects shouid, without tlic f ullc..t
-Iedge and clearest understanding on the part of both
aifs and defendants, have canscK] an expenditure bw
îtiffs of $32,459.10.

~Iaintifrzs' contention is . that, upon the true construction
ie agreemnt, they are entitled to 8 per cent. upon the
,l cost of the building, etc., and that defendants mnust
r accepIt the lease at the rentai se, fixed or refuse if, and,
cey have any e'aimi for danages, assert it by' suit upion
tiffs' covenant f0 ereet a building at a cost flot to ex-
the *21.000, and to lcase suecb building to defendants.
not agreu with tlîis. Thue covenants are not, within the
ing Mf plaint iffs~' contention, independent covenants.
mlgreenient Inusf be considered as a whoie, andi it is to
the buiitling f0 be erc, and whlen comipleted, to de-
nits. Defendants are entitled f0 oc',upy the building
4) have a ]mae of if, and] the question is as fo flic rent
danra should îîay. Thuis question of'rent should be de-
nedl in the present action,' anti, ift fli pleadings require
,miendiment, to deline the issue, sucli ainendment s:hould

nd.It would flot be in. aceordaniec witlî prtesent tlav
(-e to senti defLendant. out of Court witîout the buildling

ti have theni told fliat their rerned v is fo, look for danm-
atained 1li% reaso,4n of fInir flot gctting flie prewises at

-Tntal stipullated for.
Ipon whatf amount, as flic cost of construction, ,Iiti
fanit. pay flic 8 per cent. as part of flie rentaI, within

'~intent and meaming of tlîis agreenent?...
Lrhtea sy, taking flic figuires as approxiniate, that

)ta] cost was $32,459.10, amui they ment ion items of
aiutinitg to, $7,400 , leaving $25,059.10, or an excess

(ý59.1O abore the $21.,000. In order fo bind defendanits
'pecenageas rental upon any greater sum than $21,-

lie ' tritst have known of anti conscnled- to aueh exess-
lituire, and thie burden of sleîewng tîmis islipon, plain-

inon the evidence, tbat on no part of this $,5.0
on a p)art of flie arcliÎtccs' fees, . . . solitc

its be ciiarged flic 8 per- cent. As fo no part of thîs


