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VILLAGE 0F FORT ERIE v. FORT ERIE AND) BUFFALO

FERRY Co.

Motion by the plaintigs for judgmcnt on the pleadings iii
ani actioni for the c-onstruction of an agreemnlt Iîetwecii the
parties anîd for a ïnl>

The agrreenin riateld to flic rinig of a ferry atî'oss the
Niagara r'iver etee Fort Erie and Buffl'ao, aeeordinig fi ev
taintgltîw set forth, No. 7 of which related to the tarif.
and provided that the company should issue eonîuutatiou 1 ickets
to bonât fide residents of Fort Erie, as follows. (a) a hpok ii
40 i) et for $,these tickets to be used only by thie person lue
wbom issuedl or bis,, famihy, and 10 bc good util used, betwccn (;
LI.jj and $ p..; (b) a book of 10 tickets for 50 cents, to bic
iuwd onlY liv( person to whorn issued or bis fam»ilij, good for
M0 daYs f rom date of issue, for passage betwcen 8 p.m. and inid-
niiigbt. liJnder the heading ''Misceflancous Tarif'' was this:
'Th(, comp janyý shall seli commutation book containing 50 tickets

for Iighit one-horse vehicles with a driver and available foi' piir-
coser, hýis famiflyf and servants."

The otioni was heard in the Weckly Court at Toronto.
w. M. GmaK.C..' for the plaintiffs.
W\. M. >oga.K.( ., for the defendants.

TEE HACELO said that the contention of the defendants
vais that a ,omlmutation ticket was available for îîo mfore thau
once passeiger lawfully using the ticket in one psae hl
the patisargued that the ticket miglit properiy lie used ýo1
one tnip for several members of the saute familv liii thie Iiniiîi ofi
the book should be rýeached.

If the provisions as to the seope and funetion of a ticket wcre
amb)igllius. the construction should be in favour of the pur-
ebaser, and not of the company. But il did not appear to the
J.,arnied Chancellor that the language a8 to the rights of ii
holeri was other than rcasonahly clear. A ticket i to bie usvd


