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[bookmark: co_footnoteReference_I692a49b0e25711e681][bookmark: co_footnoteReference_I692a49b1e25711e681]When a contract is partly printed and partly typewritten or written, the typewriting or writing controls over any inconsistent printed parts.1 This rule extends to the use of a rubber stamp as a means of writing.2
 
[bookmark: co_footnoteReference_I692a49b2e25711e681]When a contract is printed in part and written or typewritten in part, the printed part is to be given the effect called for by its language, except insofar as it is inconsistent or incompatible with the written or typewritten part.3
 
Observation:
[bookmark: co_footnoteReference_I692a49b3e25711e681]The reason for the according of greater effect to the written or typed portion of a contract as against the printed portion, if they are inconsistent, is that the written or typed words are the immediate language and terms selected by the parties themselves to express their meaning, while the printed form is intended for general use without reference to particular objects and aims.4
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	Footnotes


	1

	Burdines, Inc. v. Pan-Atlantic S.S. Corp., 199 F.2d 571 (5th Cir. 1952); Antillean Marine Shipping Corp. v. La Universal De Seguros C. Por A., 359 So. 2d 516 (Fla. 3d DCA 1978); MacIntyre v. Green’s Pool Service, Inc., 347 So. 2d 1081 (Fla. 3d DCA 1977).


	2

	Burdines, Inc. v. Pan-Atlantic S.S. Corp., 199 F.2d 571 (5th Cir. 1952); Nat Harrison Associates, Inc. v. Florida Power & Light Co., 162 So. 2d 298 (Fla. 3d DCA 1964).


	3

	The Addison E. Bullard, 258 F. 180 (C.C.A. 5th Cir. 1919).


	4

	Mitchell v. DiMare, 936 So. 2d 1178 (Fla. 5th DCA 2006).
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