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promissory note, to recover the ainount of the note, Whict
was more than $100.

W. E. Middleton, for appellants, contended that the Judg(

in Chambers was wrong in holding that, inasnrnch as plaïn.

tifTs to establish their case had to give evidence of dishonoui

and notice to defendant, the Division Court had no juri*

diction under sec. 72 of the Division Courts Act, as amende(

by 4 Edw. VIL. ch. 12, sec. 1 (0.); that the amending Act i;

merely a legisiative declaration in favour of the nairrowe-

interpretation theretoforo placed upon sec. 72; and that it wa

flot the intention of the legi iature to take away the jarisdie

tion of the Division Court, unless it was necessary for plain

tiff s to give evidence of the kind pointed out in Kreutziger

Brox, 3Z 0. B1. 418, for the purpose of establishing thei
claixn.

A. J. Russell Snow, for defendant, contra.

TME CouRT (MEREDITH, C.J., BRITTON, J., CLUTE, .

agreed with the contention of plaintif s and allowed the ar

peal with coste and made the order asked for by plaintifi
with costs.
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Appeal l>y plaintiffs from jUdgxnet 0f FALCONBRTDGI
CJ..., ante 90.

J. A. Worrell, K.C.. and W. D. Gwynne, for plaintiffs

Z. Gallagher, for defeindant.

ThEF C0OURT (MEPREDTITH, C.J., BRxT1,ON, J., CLUTR, J
disrni;sed t'ho appeal with cost8.


