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WALT v. WRIGHT.

Contraci-Agreement for Use of Chatel&-Lecase-Op1tion of PudreMa
-Construetion of Agremnt-Anmbiguiy-Eui de nt e of Sui

rounding Circumstapires-Rent of Chattels--iùghl to Return o

Appeal by the defendant from the judgiment of Bairo\-, J.
14 0.W.ý>N. 2k0.

The appoal a huard by MULUCK, C.J. Ex., CLUTE,1' 111DDELL

W. C. Mikel, K.C., for thec appellanit.
E. G.Porter, K.C., for the plaîntilf, respondent.

CUTE .,l a written judgmnent, said that the plaintilf enlistel
ini 1915, and went overseas, iu 1916 as a miember of the Canadàa
Arrny Dental Corps. Before leavinig Canada, he practised as
dental surgeon ini the village of Stirling. Th'le detendant wïw
dental surgeou practisiug in Trenton. On the 2nd Devembei
1915, tiie plaintiff and defeudant entered inito ani agreement i
writiug for the continuation of the plaintiff's Stirling bsu b:
tii. defeudawt during the plalntiff's absence, for which the defenèj
ant wrus to pay rental.

P"aragriiphli3 of the. agreemnent was as follows: -That durinig th
absence 0f tiie said les.4or ou military service, or if, withiu thirE
mronthis of hi returu or discharge fromi said service, the said lesoeoi
his representatives or hLsl successors, shal require the lessee t
purchaýise ssid equipmnent uxider this agreement, then tiie a
lessee shiall psy to tii. sa.id lessor, or his reprosentatives or succe
sors, the suin of 1,0,deducting therefromn that portion Irea
paid aýs rental, sud the equipment shall remiain the property of Ql

sdleor urg.il purchaLsed and paid for by the ssid lessee, udt>

t.he said les-,see s.cquires no titte to) the said equipmient until he hi
paid the said sumn above specifled as agreed upon under this, agreu
ment and lease."

Paragraph 4 was as follows: " That upon the paynient of $1,00
.ither by rent or cash during the terni of this agreement aud le..
tiien sud lu such case thie said equipment stiah become the, prope&i
of the said lesee, and h. shall have the. righit to remove or dispo
of said equipnient without the, permission of the. said lessor
writinig."

Tiie trial Judge was rigiit lu his conclusion that the tri
mneaning of tiie agreement wus that pars. 4 cýontalued the terms


