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Appeal by defendant from judgment of Lount, J-:,m
avour of plaintiffg for $1,129.¢¢ and interest ang costs, in
an action to recoyerp bayment of {0 balance dye upon two
mortgages for 1,000 each. The defendant pleaded that he
had been induced ¢, execute the mortgages by fraudulent
misrepresentationg : 3

. n the part of plaintif’s manager as to the
rate of interest ho was to pay, -

) Inder the tepmg of the mort-
gages defendant agreed to pay the Principal with interest at
sixteen Per cent, pep annum, subject to provision that upon
payment of ¢ cription upon the ghares on
which he bor A

The Judgment of the Court (StrEET, J -» Britron, J.)
was delivereq by

Stregr, 7, holding that ¢, trial Judge properly found
upon the evidence that the defence of fraud had not been

re brought in on account of the question



