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Prior to the coming into force of the Bis of Exchange Act, 1890, c.
3,it was well settled law that if the signature of the matter of a note was

obtained upon the representation that it was a completely different docu-
ment he was signing, and if he signed it without knowing it was a note he
was signing, and under the belief that he %ýas signing somnething else, and
if hie wa:s fot guilty of any negligence in se signing >k, he would flot be
liable ev.n te a holder of the note who acquired il during ils currency forF value without notice of the fraud.

SectionIs 29, ï8 of thiat Act have made no change in the law, as is
shewn by the case of Lewzis v. G/aj), supra, decided in 1897, Since the

è 'jýconîing into foîce of the Imperial Bis of Exchange Act, %%hich contains
exactly the same provisions uponi the subjeet as SS. 29, 38 of 0cr Act,
Action dismnissed with costs.

Ilagjart. K.C., for plaintiffs. 'oth7,el and Johznson, for dcfendanxs.

1pro9iicc of IBritich Ct[inibia.

SUPRF-ME COURT.

l'ull Court, Rnx lN G E 1jan. 5

Cerfivnz>i-k;, le nisi to quash&zi-ljct-IilloltilJ-jrdito of
siei glejiedge Io iear- -Practicc.

MIotionî for a rtile nisi t0 quash a conviction.
Iidld, that the foul court will not hear a motion for a rule nisi io quash

conviction ; the motion should be miade ta a single j'îdge.
C C. M,-Cfitl K.C.. for miotion.

Ful Court] 'rRADERs' NATIONAL BANK M~ Sp 1'N . INGR.%.M. 1Jan. 5.

Appeal--,Notiice of-- C'our t at ivhic/i tzpeail slwulid be broug ii/ ûn-SuPreme
Coidv t AcI, 55. 76 a"d 79.

Motion to quash au appeal on the ground that ,it was net broughît in

notice of appeal te the January sitting of the fuîll court was givcn on1 24 th

October. A sitting of the fill court commienced according te the statute
A on) 3 rd November

IIed!d, per IRVING anld MARTIN, JJ., 1-11NTER, C.J., dissenting, that
the appeal was brought iii time.

1V/. 1>. Clernent, for the motion. S, S. 7ay/oz-, K. C., contra.
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