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ý:n upon a mortgage, tried without a jury at a Toronto

ice Nesbitt, K.Cj.,' and G. L Smnith, for the plaintiffs.
!eKay, K.C., and G. S. Hodgson, for the defendant
Mer.
Thomson, for the defeudant Florence Turner.

LETO.N, J., in a written judgmnt, said that the defendant
irner becaie liable to the bank as surety for l3enson &nite4, au incorporated comnpany. The transaction took

of a proxnissory note for $32,000, mnade hy Nltssrs.
Bray, and Turner in favour of the coinpany, dlated theeînber, 1913, payable upon demand; and a second note,r fornx, for $3,000, bearîng date the 15th Decemiber,

notes were pledged to the bank by the comipany, by an
ition agreement of the 15th December, 1913, signed not
ie comipany but by the tkree inakers of the notes. Underament, the notes stood as "a general and continuing
seourity for paymient of the pre-sent or arny future

to the bank "and for any ultixnate balance of indebted-
t~he company to the bank.
i, Bray, and Turner were, to the knomiedge of the
omniodation miakers of these notes.
bn 1916 the bank sued Turner on the notes for the amnount
by the coxnpany, Turner contended that the baznk

id te realise on collateral securities before reaorting to,y upon the note; but, this being clecided against hini,~was pronounced on the 25th April, 1916, for $43.482.02.
it then due.


