
The agreexnenrt under consideration is in sabsi
grant for a lengthened term of valuable rights i
streets of thec city of Toronto: the conditions inco
in if are, the terms upon which defendants soughit
quired those* righits. These documents miust be I
have been intended adequately ta pro.vide for the c
of a stttrailway in a large and rapidly gro-wing
to einsure a service suited ta its waiuts and satisa
citizensz of reasonable expectations. Consistently wi
requirerrents, it nust be assumed that both parties
plated an arrangèment reasonably advantageous to
ants as a commercial corporation. The agreement

*ditions must be read ini the liglit of these tacts a
broad and liberal spirit, the particular provisions bc
strued so as best to effectuiate these general purposc
the language emnpboyed fairly permits of such cons

That both parties liad in view a single systemn ol
street railways for the entir<' city of Toronto for
of 30 years is abundantly plain; . . .both, deo
with thie conditions of the moment, but with the priN
be enjoyed and services ta be rendered for a peric
years, inust b)e taken to have intended by the words
eity of Toronto " whatever that phrase miglit d1escribý
time during sucli 30-year period.

1 have no doulit that the, provisions of this agreexue
ouh as well as adva:ntageoiis, were meant ta applý
apply ta extensions of the city during the terra of f
ment.

Upon examining the provisions cdtheli conditi(
regard to the mattera covered by the llrst and th
,questions of the speciat case, a stiilng ccdutrast is
bevtweeni clanse 14, which, in regard ta new linos,
requires the app.rovai ut the city engineer's recommn
hy the city coiueil, but also that the period -withi
aneli regonunendation. shoffld be carried out hy the
shall '1 be ffxed by hy-law' ta be passed by a vote oftý
~of RIl tic membhers of the cityv council,"' and clausei
and 28, irnder w.hich the city engriuecr is ta. determin,
other nlatters subjeet only to " appruval hy the city 1
prasumably lby a vota uf a niajoritv of the mermberF
not bçing tewer than a quorum. Why ti iis.erenci
such provision at ail, if the company is itselt en
decide what shall be dlue in respect 'ta matters co-
these, clauses ?

The eity engineer appears to hold, in regard to
ties ta, this agreenment, a position not unlike that bel


