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n to the protest may be disregarded, if it be
at the protest was not proved) after presentment,
sent; that it was presented the day it was due,

otice wýas duly sent. This is the evidence of the
th note, the plaintiff, and froiu this it certainly
)e inferred hy any Judge, in the absence of any
of the statemient by cro.a.-exainêition, that the

nt was on the day the note beesane due, and that
as refused. But it is contended that no0 o11e can

notice was sent or to whom. This is very like a
narrer to the evidence, an attempt to pick holes

phirascology, of which every one understands the
anguage used by the holder of the note in testify-
the isues joincd in the action. The appellant


