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disposal works for a total priee of $81,418. The next higli-
est tender was $103,000.

Lorenzo bad seareclv startcd on the work when lie failed.
and abandoned the contract. A new contract was then en-
tered into in .July, 1912, with the plaintiff. Shortly
the plaintiff undcrtook to do the work for the town at actual
eost, plus a salsrv of $30 per week and plus a certain bonus
if the cost was kept below a namcd figure. The work hias
now been eompletcd; and the sole question in this action is
the plaintiff's right with respect to the bonus. H1e allegres
that the cost of the work lias been kept within the stipulated
price. This is denied by the town.

Thle dispute turns upon matters within a comparatively
narrow compass, arising uipon a construction of the contract.
Viffler tlie original Lorenzo agreemnt, clause 12 of the
priiited stiliedutle, it i.' providced " The eorporation sihall bc
nt liberty to enlarge, niodify or dirainish any part of the
u 01k, sud in *v 511v! additinse wi Il be paid for aud deductions
niuide at the contraetor's schedlule prices, or at such other
p)rive( as maY he 1)1%idre flitc engineer just and equit-
able."

There is, a -( liedule o the contract, in which* a specifié
price is afflxcd to ail iteuis going into the construction of
tlic work.

In the contract with Arulour, lie undertakes to coustruet
al] tle work descrilîvd ini tlîe Lorenzo coutraet " in accord-
suie with flic plans, spécifications and conditions cmbodicd
iu and el re to in the said contract."* This would no
doulbt carry« into tie contract tlîe rigli't of the muuicipality
to dîinîshii or oxteuid flic contcmplated work, and this îs
rccogiiiscdl ii h tbsqin provisions of tlie Armour con-
tratit ; biit as tlîe mlunicipality had to psy for tlie work actu-
aildoc no u.xpres,ý 'référence is mnade to this save in the

claue rluit foî to le adjustmcut of tlic accounts for tic
îuîrpo)sc, of' dc1iiniîrng Armour's right to 'a bonus.

1110e bol"',lais provides for payment to Amur oF
20 per cciii. of îîuy suni ly whîch flhc cost of construetioui
tif the sewers in le-; than $100,000; and it is then providcd
that for thc pur)ose o)F coîuputing the bonus thîe cost shall
lic deeiucd to inchîde two certain sumns, as to which there is
now no dispute, of $11,.374.74 sud $2,826.18, and the value
oif tlîe plant left l)y Lorenzo, whieh is not disputed as being
$221. It is then providcd that if the municipality " shall
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