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no conut'aled and aritrary addition, but onix' the usual
broker's commission, whiulî iii Astoit v. Kelsey (ante), is

treatu d as> proper. But the won-,1isuosrc or rather the want
of >tlteiuniiýt ilhat a uonIsincagewshing made by

L.yiiani & ', i- f zl 1rani shew 1ig thaýt the latter were
tre;ituo by ilthuup1In. thulir agen(,its and not as the
broker of the ruspliîdent.

If tis be [ruil, ile imotac f the notice said to bie
cie by the Ilint iiiinaitr oni tho boilglt note disappears.

But theure is ruail noting o the boughit note te, indicate
thalt Lyma & &'o. wer tlithi- than tlie a ont f the appel-

lat.Their i-' i;ihald upon the faut ilhat Lymnan & Co.
oghituse, shaus;an a condition printud upon the note

olf thaýt 1rua fte order ils executcd, and not assented
toi ),,ilu ic pinuipal, oiight itot toi bc binding iinless it is be-
yond quesiýtioni uluar-, ai vcouchcd in suelh turmsIii as to cast
uponl the prn i llHe dutyl of imuniediat issnt Price
V. Cn'nLghca (o_, 11908 1 K. B. 50 20 T. L. R.
1774. Thlere 1s loit btcna bro)ker wh nw il the facts
and dono di.ýt 1-1t' t1ilin. anti a unto m, n duty similar

btha 111tat in Ewinq v1. I) iuion Bak(1904), 35 S.
C. nl 113 Fratracnru ij. 11ina and executed or

watI 1wtt~ a t cfu uipic by any snicb notice

'l'iuwod..' nykind of faihîre or defauit on the part
of ow, ri -i (QIîOtHt an hairl]y bu .aid. to ïneude in-

sovn ni its 1ostnne,but rather point to neglect

I tink the appeal shol bc disînissd wîth costs.
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$tt i tof 11I)i,) ln o i lt, Sorif,' wt parcqroli Lil)wi Ac-
lion Pub4ir Com cl ol irl r! PIrefda bU <o-i.

ce rin riri :1:iphn t ilrIl th . .O t I', 'Ti ot d fnc to il lîll acrtîi alleg-
ing iatc rtain llu.guti ini 44 t1iv pintiif ha-d r-ii thec subject of
puiblic commenirlt.

Motion hi' the plaintiff te strike ont paragraph 5 of the
derence as irrulevant and embarrassing.
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