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bound lu deRver at a Pressure greater than 50 pounds, his
gra il uisf b likewise at once consunted or delivered ln St.Cat1arlillus Sn " to enable the respondenis lu lI1vr it

t'aIn 1 t aI PT' ssuie unlv or 50 pouinds. 1 do not see in the
(onlirac s ny ' V Ilh ornerous provision as te lhuling cust-
im.rs t0 euusuir de~ lvered under sucli conditions, and
if it wàs inLcndvd it would no doubt have been stated,
aý il i., in tbe ~Vie'contraet in the foryn of an absolute

obliatiol take a çpecified (juantity or tu pay for it
wher taken or nlt.

It is furtiier said flint in taking the respondent's gas
at a pres.llire of saY '#0 ponnds. or aav figure greater than

5 0) ,out(ls, when the lino pressure was unix' -)0 ponds, the
îres-ure woul(I tend to equalizo ai a point l)Ctweefl 70
tind 50 puuinds, and tlîat uiiles-s il was ai once reduced hy
delIîeries in St. Caîliarines it would so remain or rise
towards rock pre.zsure, and tbat, therefore, it was the duty
uf the appellants to su feed nt St. Catharines as to reduce
and keep the pressure nt or tîider 50 pounds. A careful
perusal uf the varions eontracts ducs not, in my judgment,
warrant the conclusion thal the respondents' contentions
are correct. The Waines contraet makes the appellants
liab'e to puy for a speeifled quantity of gas, whether they
talçe il or nul, and entities thiem in take additional gasn "to
the extent to whieh the company shall secure eustomprs
thierefor." By reas&on of the obligationto take the speeified
qulantity oif gas, and iso8 on a(Ccount of the right to take
mnore, it seemos naturel that provisioni should bc mnade as
to) the prss feu delivery of the Waines gas, and also un
to the appellants' own line pressure, whichi they waýre boiind
lu preserve in ordor lu ereate suffleient flow for th v ust-
orners in St. Catharines. Thsis further enforced !ev the
provision that Waines shoul not ai any time or Âimes turn
mn gîs int the nt:in auor turu it off wilhout the coinp)an<vs
consent ei)Png first ubtained.

The contract sued on maust be, rend as subjeet to the
prior obligation of the appellants tu Waines and Aikens.
Lilnr & Beek iu take al] the gas eontractedl for on the
coniditions as lu pressuire specifled. Its provisions are nuL
m orel *v limited lu press-tre. Il reeites that the respondents
desire Ci<to recognize the obligation of the IJnited Cas
Coumpany, Limited, binding un it under the Ws.ines con-
tract, in s0 fat as the transmission of the~ Waines gas -


