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It seemas unnieceus>iry te deterine tis question, beue
upon a careful -onsýideration of ail the portions of ilth e-
denoe relied upon b)y I-Mr. Watson, we find no circumistanes
abiewn to av coîne to the kneoviedge of plaintiff, whiehi
ehud in ouir opinion, have aroused in the mind of an
oedinarily pruden-rt man any suspicion of a want of bona fides
in the proeuring of the note in suit, and eertainly notlîing
iupon whichi a jury eould raol)yfini that there was ini
fact such spionl in p)Iaïintifliiiid.

Whien plaitiif acquired titie to the note-as lie did on the
24thi Decemibr-the only circuinstances known te him were
that a notq for $11,OOO, drawa at one year at 6 per cent.,
bearing signatuires of 7 inakers and an indorser, in fori per-

tl regiIar, w'as presented te hini for discourit with the
j(,ommiiendalitioni of bis most intimate friend, 'Mr. Baliantyne.
Mr. Ballant ' ne gave hlm, a plausible explanation of the fact
thlat the note was te be negotiated se far troin the homes of
the parti(,, to it. The plaintiff, it is truc, hiesitatcd te make
th advance(-aays he decided that hie would not do se, Nithout
k1oing more of it. Hîs only doubt, apparent frein tlie
evidenoeý, was as to the financial sufficiency of the parties te

the note. To ascribe te him, doubt upon, any other point
wuld be sheer conjecture. It is impossible te say that in-
quiry te) remove the doubt shiewn by the evidence would have
wd ta onweg f any of the circumistances attendant iipon
the malcing of the -note. To impute to flic plaintiff know-

I.gof theds, eîrenmstanees wouid bc te charge hini withi
knowledlge whihe would not, unsacei(Ieitily*, haVe ac-
quired, hiid hei made the inquiry aippropriate te remnlove the
donht in bis mmiid. But plaintiff saw Bialiantyne (whio liad
rame fromi Montreai te) Stratford), mnl, upon bis assurance
ruervly thait the, parties to thet note woro fiinnall sufficient
to' inF.ure pamnbis hesitation dIisaippeared, and l1e gave
bis, choque for theae amnount of flic note, le also adîniîts
that l1w thought Bailantyne, thougli net. a party te it, liad
wwre pýrsýoniit interest in the discounting of flic note.

We cannot filnd in these cicnsacsanything which
àOinld hiave airoused in the mind of an ordinarilv prudent
mai) a st*sp)icioti that the note wa8 fraudulently or irregulariy

poueor that Its vldt ainany respect open te
quetion, certainly net anything frorn whieh a juiry eouid
resjo3ah1y infer that there was actually suech a suspicion.in
u-lntiff's mind.


