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was that his affuirs were entirely in the hands of his lawyer,
and when he. returned his lawyer handled thein and advised
him not to enter inio the agreement or any agreement of
that kind. He says he admitted the plaintiffil claim through-,
out, and intended that their claim should bc satisfied; that
'he intended to give the notes when lie was able to meet them,
but he dia. not consider that he was bound to give the notes;ý
that he had tentativély agreed to give the notes;-that thé,,
Dbject of delaying paymen .t of the notes was to reach a point
where they were alle to take care of the notes. He admits
that he believed lie was, liableý onthe lien, but on his return
ýe-,was advised that he was not.

thinkf it rûasonab1ý, elear that whai took plýLee was a
tentative arrangement on the basis of the letter of the 29th
of M-arch, subject to Reece consulting his partner, and his
legal aaviser and signing the notes. In this connection it
is, of importance to xemember that the plaintiffs' manager re-
quired some other signatures tÉan ReeWs to thE; notes, as
lie states himself. It does noi seem to-me probable that Reece
having bought into.the company alter the goods in question
were, 1 would make an arrangement rendering his uý
firm liable for an account, *hieh had been paid: in'full with-
out con-sulting bis paTtner, and, this taken with the evidence'
of Smith, that theTiotes were not signed because lie de-
sired tô consult bis pârtner, and the, evidence of Hernenway
that the plaintiffs required a signuýu're other thau the de-

-fendant-Reece to the notes renders it exceediDgly probable in
my judgment that no biiïdiiig agreement was made by the
defendants' firm to bécome personally liable for the amount
claimed by the plaintiffs as a -lien.

1, should have arriYed at 'this conel-usion independentlyof the fincling of the trial Judge, upon raading the eviden'ce
and I aUee with him: upon thig brà-neh of the case. ' I think
that ther plaihtiffA appeal should be disinissed with cost

Then: as to the defendants, appéal. It is conténded tbg
the plaintiffW lien is invalîý, relying on the -Furnace
Co. v. Ewin 15 0.1 - R, 381ý and the cases ibe e ci
ýThé plaintiffs are man'afacturers in Buffalo. The svÎteh-
boaTd%.a-re pateýfed and there ivas fastened to ilie boa-ras

9 words Pýate ted in Uniteda plate containing the Tollowin 
n riaStates, Canada, England, France, Germany, Russia,-Aust

-Hungary, Bel ium, Spain,-Italy, Sweden, Norway,'Austral'
L. M. Ericsson Tel. Mfg., Co., Buffalo,


