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viz :$11,374.74. This is iii ease of the appellant.Agi
the "laterais" or private drain Connections, althoughl 'coni
sidered an extension under clause 12, are not to be eouinte'1
in the cost. No provision is niade for ealculating wit1î-
<Irawals, no doubt because clause 12 allows for thexui, eithier
the irriniged contract eost, or such sumn as the engiieor eonl-

siesjust and reasouable, and the words " aggregate value
are ouly used where the aniount of these withdrawa]s is to b4c
deducted froxu additions and enlargements.

'The agrccd cost, $115,922.08, is the ditTerence betweeti
the total expcnditure, $120,388.84, and $4,106.M6. dis
ceredits given in exhibit 2 for Lorenzo's deposit forfeited an-d
other items reali7ed upon.

Frora this net total of $1 15,922 OS
the appellant, deducts the cost
of disposab18.................. 12,190 79
andl laterals (as calculated on the
Lorenzo eontract, basis..........10,629 70

TLeaving a balance of .......
To this balance..........

ahould be added the three items
provided for in the appellant's
coftract:

1 - Disposais.......
2. Work done by Lorenzo. .
3. P>lant left by ..........

To) this should be added, as
stated ini the% appellant's contraet,
his wages at $30 per week, say

Deducting the excess of ex-
teilded over diminished, work as
,tatedl by the appellant ......

Leéaves the total cost as arrived
at by the appellant's method at. .

2?3,0 -P

$11,374 74
2,826 18

224.00

1,500 00

$109,026 51

1,7,220 36

$91,806 15


