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an, . : S
em% 10t having heen attended to, the plaintiff on the 11th Nov-
T, 1910, wrote to the father as follows:—

“q ‘‘Sarnia, November 11th, 1910.
?‘Orge Wray, Esq., Senior, Sarnia, Ontario.

that ]]3(?;11‘ Bir,—The other day when you 'paid the interest on
Wisheq (f of your son and yourself you ‘d.ld not say what you
encloge 00116 Wlth' the note. If_ a renewal is wanted I herewith
ave himm? fOI.' SIX months which ple.ase send to your son and
Yourge)s SIgn it and get it back as quickly as possible signed by
. and son, and oblige,

“Yours truly,

““W. H. Warp.”’

r the plaintiff enclosed a renewal note. The
€, 1 i ol thig letter with the intended renewal note, and
ture, ife at hig instance, mailed it to the son for his signa-
duceq. ilettel‘, if any, which accompanied it, was not pro-
anq gop ite Son and his wife, La‘u.ra, signed this renew:}l note
Ilowledge 0;’0 the father or his w1.fe, and th.e latter, ‘Wlﬂ.l t.he
10 Jotpa L her hl?s'band, mailed it in Sarnia to the plaintiff,
p-laintiff calclomp%nymg it. On receipt of this renewa} note, the
Signeq by t}?d his clerk’s attention to the fact that it was not
father’s Wit ¢ fath(?r, when the eclerk informed him that the
Pression tha: had signed it. The plaintiff was under the: im-
With hig ) lt’he SOn was an unmarried man, and was satisfied
fathey i er.z S assurance that the signature was that of the
ang ﬁh’Ortlyetiland7 acting upon this belief, accepted this renewal,
nal yop, A eI‘ea‘f‘ter his clerk returned to the father the origi-
as f°110v;s i*rked cancelled,”” accompanied by a letter worded

In thig
ette
fﬂ.ther receiVed

“Geor . : ‘‘Sarnia, December 3rd, 1910.
e ow, Esq., Sarnia, Ontario.

: Dear Qi
$132 5 retis;lréfbl herewith enclose you cancelled your note

Teceiveq 1 €4 by renewal note yourself and Mrs. Wray just

¥ 18
qlreﬁted E)tte: Was evidently intended for the father, it being
t O MeRideq irma’ Whll_St the son, as the plaintiff knew, at that
f;;ferg to the 1 the United States. By some error, the plaintiff
inra i n;';nf%Wal note as signed by the father and Mrs.
fended n gjet ltt Was not signed by the father, and must have
M Ten i aling the letter in question to have described
. W Made not by ‘‘yourself” but “your son’’ and

Shorﬂ;”bx:f?ning the father’s wife,
re the maturity of the renewal note the plaintiff’s




