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" salaried officer " and nominal servant, the Plaintiffwas, at

the date of the Agreement in question, had become practi-

cally effete ; and that it was taking no part or interest

whatever, either " in the construction of said Eoad," or in ^^he

pending negotiations between the Defendant and the Go-

vernment ; and when it is farther considered, that the ser-

vices referred to in said Agreement, were sought for and

requireci by the Defendant, to use his own words : " In

order that there should be no delays ; knowing that the Plain-

tiff had the means in his power of keeping it back" ; also that

the Agreement would not have been signed by the Defen-

dant " uTider any other circumstances " ; it will become

quite clear, that the term " Extra services" as used in said

Agreement, was understood by the parties, as referring to

certain services of an extraordinary nature, that were quite

independant, distinct, and separate from the Plaintiff's or.

dinary services as the Consulting Engineer of the Railway

Company. Or, in other words, that the Plaintiff was ex-

pected to lose no time in preparing and furnishing the

officer of the Government, with whom the Defendant was

then engaged in carrying on his negotiations, with such

crc^ra informatior , aM, and assistance, as the said officer re.

quired for the purpoie of carrying on these negotiations in-

telligently ; and also " in preparing the draft of Contract^

Schedules and Estimates " ; all of which was to be done

" in order that there should be no delays."

Therefore, in view of all the facts and considerations

connected with the case, it is respectfully submitted,' tha

the services referred to in said Ap^reement, were not con-

templated or required to be rendered, by the Plaintiff, for

or in behalf of the Railway Company. And also, that there


