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8ICt';ATjt<iE ru NEGOTIABLE INSrTRUMENT OBTAINED 5y Fî:tcu.

thei (Cotnruîn 1leas was re iiîLe'qra, and protection ceases. The tiim 'comnier.
yet that within the four 8ubsequent ycarà cial papier' iltay be field tO include note&,
the very point there deeîded lias corne up) bondé, and sectnrities salchble in the mar-

e, in no less than four différent caqes iii the ket. In b'ttr v. -lcKiience, 38 Law J.
1 Uii tloi -S tates. 1Rip. (N.S.> 310 (a recent case>, tile fît]!

In Fimter v. 31PKinn tuie action was-- bcnch of the Eîîgliiih Common PlezLq heu!
Iîroughlt hy anr iiidorsee for value withîîut thiat the detèzîdant wAs not liable tinièr
na~tice of an), fraud against ant indlorser. crcrurna.qtnce iinilar t.o, but not so strong.
It appearedl tinît one Callcw, who was in ly in favour of the tiefendant as, the cir.

fact the acceptor of the bill sut'd on, pro- cumrstances il. this caàse ; and iMr. Jtustict
daced the bill to the defendant, and by Byles reînarks in the opinion that the

7- representing to tho defendant that the party soLtght to be charged never saw the
documnent was inerply a gwirantee foîr face of the hill (wliih hatl hi.s iinîlorse.
vertaini zoney reiluirt-d for the fardier- ment> ; that its ipurpiirt was fraudulently
ance of a railway scheine. indured the ri~jie.-lribtd ;that whcui hi' signed onii
defendant tri pat his signature after that thiini,, lie wva- tub!l and believeii lie was
of une Cooper, the finst inîloreer. Tire 1 igning an entiý-ely ditberent thîng, ati
de.'endant;, who was a gentlemant iiiich his mmnd never went with tLe act' Ani]
advancegi in life, neyer saw the face of he di,ýin.guishes it froin that c1ls of Vîuei
the hi!l at ail. In the alb..encc of negli- when thez I)arty, 'with knowledge,' writes
gerîce the Court Iield that the defendant hi; a e across or tinla pappr which is

wa ntliblan hi lewa ettld frndlntvused ordvrc.Wlîere
to a verdict on the plezi traversing the the party qoughit to he chargeil hy his
indorseînc'nt. This dlecisioit has been signature shows tat ho never intentleil
followed in tue as of' luif;î.! v. tv put his naine to any sucil instrtument;
Siter, 2 Lin.s. 477, qiis<v. Luwinur!/1 that lie was deceived a., te its actual con-
in the Suprenie Court of MIiciga;îil, 22 tents, l, )and that he is Itot chargeable witlî
MINich. 479, and inl Ch ajenfn v. Rmes, ut lad-es, itegligenice, or mispiaceil conti.
the Supreie Court fer flic second depart- [ ence, which is nluigenCe, lie ivili not
ment of the State of' Ntew York. The he. lichdl hable evenl te a buîe<zl fiîh, hîîlh-r
SuLreine Court of Ioîwa lield! a difforezît before îtîaturity. 'lThe rxàasoit is, that

* mie in a case of Dasbi v. 3M'îu;ti(l, 29J tilera is ttc contrat-t wiierv thora ii ni,
rIowaý, 498 ,t Ain. R. '238. as, svct, and it wvould ho a Iîcrvelr.iorî iI o

in C/mpuemvi v. R'i.%, the deifoeul;iitt, a teris te lie!.! thef ilitstruntent. in quetstion
farmer, was accosted i n h is barni hy a a contract, wîth a!! the fact's stated. Ilt

.4smart" 1îerson nainedî Mid!er, who ost*?i hid neithier life, in no.mur vatlilt."
sihly canie to (Io bisîvsabout certain 1 At tho tituie of the decision cf Flhslîr
patent hiay foiks- Tire schieîne was that v. 41JKiiiii)i, in spîi cf thei very Itigi
the farnier Rosü. sltnuld gtve(, ant crier for atidhority cf (liief .1intico BoivilI, and!
f.,rk4, andi aiso iîndertake ait alnc ti JsicsiyeMotg ith, andî

''j el!them, witlî this objept the fuitrir I frett, whu> coînposed tho Couîrt, tilera
signed two dociiîînînti, cje ups. to was sorne septicisin ti Utc pfile si as
be the order, andti ic cti-r the ctiitmot tiiftle soitnîiie.qs of the dcctrinei thlerieti

-~ for ageîîcy, anîd Muteèr left stîîiîisei Il d1ýetituîiuu. Wî' tiik that, thteuîv
couinterp)arts with Iiinu. Scnîe fiie îîf r- lgo thaît iii tro taCsi eut cf fotur
wards 1'toàe wau sueil Ity tlic plaitiii ils iii State Sîîp"rio Courts in tho l1uitoil
inilcrseo for value of a i':isr ntei' State that îleciuiit has beni îliii
by which Rouse liat liriisexl tg) lily cght ta reciiîîicib tea listitît i
Miller or bearer 270 dollars, andi the do- the ruling cf the tCmurt tif Coîmnn, lîleas9.
fondant then îIiacoverei1 fer the tirs4t tillte Lt iltt., wye tiik, lie 41iluittoil tltat thiti
that he had riaot signeil anr ordi fîîr haY Coiurts of flie [btnitoid , -s ara pecuîal
forki but a pronîissry noes lie givitg19 .iîrotîg in tho law atffcting nevgotialîle iu-
judgment Mmf. Justice 'aîpnsaid - ruit Tho?'li Lit, lieiî

The law mierchtt lias bienu tVetilil1
tii all proper lengthsg for the ptrotectiont
of innocen~t holders for vaine of coninfér-- -

4 cia! paper not mtîturedl, but wlîen the
instrument is not commtercial paper that


