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O he ~ PWni }Y hanutl &SU$144 tnniCOUTt, but il&I& 01.0 lo ands cf ont

ndet jffaiit, and -.hmr wa% r)> -viaenee cnt attty rorat-on- between tnose
Or transactions and the Bermicourts, which mnade thcm relevant .

thoacountvohrrtt--Aklwtlcètfdt evkéence t½s Tà 'Is
lth poduatet out b>' the apêlknt>s eonosti but disregarded by the
ru-tjudigvt The Judwnent prýonced on the errorîcous certificato

wvasJ therefore Met "ei, and the cause renîkited witih a direction to
vaVy the ceitIficate by disallowing ail entries ir>the account relating 4 ,

f ~ ~ r tthe piteli dug on the latids of Joamse, or otherwvise thaï, from the t":

t landsh of i t4AX.cuts

>31 Fct*14.4 v. IYfl7înns iïe(jA.. 7, was an appeal fromn the t

lie Supreme Court of New South Wales. The action was hrought on
a contruet conciuded b>' telegraèm in cypher, which, according ta
the plaintIIP's under-standing of it, meant oite thing, andi according
to the defendant's something eise. Thea pU.intiff contondeti thut

li the telegram was so plain as ta admitoainu otMrr i"'f.-rpretation
nithan that which he put wpofi lU but the, Judicini Coiiinnluee af

the Prhvy Council (Lordsrbhîne Davey andi R(obertu.nt, andi
Sir R. Couda) wecre <if the opirxm tat th2- telegrain was ambiiguur,ýF
anti that thea nuas wvas on the plaintitif Lw mnakc out that the
Cons4truction lic hati placed-, upon kt was the truc onc, and inl that
lie baC failed, and the action ivas hleldit .rgtvdrird

lLî'sk qi it Zca/and v. Sùnpson isoo A.C, u3 2, nas an
action brought ay Simpson agarast the btflh on a cun'ract .

relating toa railway of which Simpson was -tlginccr, andiwi
provideri inter alla that ho .heuld ho allnnved a certain aCIditiinýiàal
percentage *on the ostimate infçool the ei ent of thisi Wjng

t able t%. reditce the total coýt of tht works bcfow £put. h W«M

Sit tht; ad.ditlunal percentage the action was brouglit, and at thre
trial the . ôfendants atiduceti evidenct extrinsic ro the wvrittcn
contract, to showv that iL. arrîWing at *"the total cuit ni4 the warks'
the cost ai lands baught Rr the railway, andt'i plaintiif's teest

under the contract, veto tai be Includoti hi t.e calculation, and
eing sa hwcludecV the total test 'Rd riot been reducctl ej

£3ceoo. On tht; ovidence a verdict was gîven for tht. defrndants,


