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From I3oyd, C.] LT-In. 7.
OTTrAWA ELECTIC COM1PA'NV V. S'r. JàCçilEs.

Cbnirae-Pb:/leil éid wril/en e/ailses.
A lessee of a building entered int a contract with an ele 2tric light

company for the supply by thera to hlm of light for the build ng-. The
contract, drawn on a printed forni used by the company, cciitaincd a
provision that it was "lto continue in force for flot less than 36 c )nsecutive
caletidar months, from date of first burning and thereafter until cancelled
(in writitig) by ane of the parties hereto,> the whole of this clause, except the
figures Il36 " being printed. A subsequent clause,lwholly in %vriting, under
the printed heading, "1Special conditions, if any," provided that the contract
was Ilto renain in force after the expiration of the said 36 months for the
terin that the party of the second part (the lessee) rcniews bis lease for the
(buildinig)," with certain prov;sions as to paymetit of the expense of %iritig:-

11e/a, that there w~as no rutc of law requiring more weight to be given
in a rontract of this kind ta a written provision than to a printed one -,that
the clauses niust be read together; and duit their fair nleaning ivas that the
contract was to be in force for at least thîrty-six months, and thereafter
during any renewal term, of the lease, until cancelled in writing.

Judgment of Boviu, C., affirmed.
G. F. ifenderso,,, for appellants. . .4. Magee, far respondent,

Froni Mferedith, J.1
CHALLONER v. TcOWNSHIIP OF 1,0130

ýjaii. 7,

Driiage- Qua/ijîcation of /petitiopwur - Lirsi eevisedl assessmnt roi.',

The Il last revised assessment roll" which governs the status of
petitioners in proceedings under the D)rainage Act is the roll in force at the
tinie the petition is adopted by the council and referred to the engineer for
enquiry and report, and not the roll in force at the tinie the by-law is finally
passed.

Judgment Of NERIEDITH, C.J. 32 0. R. 247 36 C L. J, 707, reversed.
TabM~M'acet/i, for appellaras. T'. G. JIeredith, for respondent. A.

Stitart, for contractor.

Fron Meredith, C.J.*1 %VARD V. BRADLENY, [Jan. 7.
Gift-Denatio enortis as-Iotge

The holder of two mnortgageý, while very ili and ibout ta start on a
journey for the benefit of bis health, handed the mortgages and srne titie
deeds to the defendant, telling her that they were for her and that he would
execute an assignment of themn ta her if one were prepared and sent to hilm.
The nlortgagee died two months later, no assignment having been executed
by hira, and one of the niortgages having been partially discharged by
him:-

!1?/d, that there had flot been a donatîo mortis causa of the znortgages
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