
.1 feel quite sure that it wva. open to \Viherford, and that
he would have defendants' sanction, to buy from any one who
had the animals, either "live or dead.- The letter writien
by defendants îs, in gencral teris. intended to cox'cr just wliat
defendant Sterling said in his cx idenc, and was flot in-
tended to rnean that the bank was to find out exactly to whorfu
the inoney wfl5 leiiig paid and wlîat à was being paid for,
except in a general way, and that the drafts mighit be inade
by Witherford instead of by the bank, as the literai interpre-
tation of the letter would make it.

Taking tbis view of the wlîole mnatter, it seeîni to ine that
defenidant- must bie lîeld indebted to plaintiffs for the pay-
ment of the Witherford cheques. Jlaîintiffs have actedl in
perfect, good faith with defendants. Nothing cisc is charged
against thnrn, and the dealings sîtice the letter are ini no re-
spect ditterent froîn before. .No objection was inade by de-
fendants on any settiement with Witherford, or in refusing
any drafts paid by him in favour of plaintilîs -until the re-
fusai of the $2,005 draft, whiieh was subsequently paid. De-
fendants, therefore, recognized Witberford as tlieir agent,
and th v wre rosponsible for what lie did as hetween him
and p1aintIl'-.

Il is not a ease ia whichi defeadants were guaranteeing an
indebtedness of Withierford. It was fluxer intended that
Witherford should bc a delîtor to plaintiffs. Defendants
reecognized themselves as debtors, and expected to pay thiat in-
debtedness M' hon drawn iipon for the ainouit, of it. That
sem.ns bo bc elear bv their aceepting, drafts when inade by
Witherford.

I'pon the wholc case, 1 think that defendants are liablo.

Judgment for plaintifrs for $6550.33, with interest and
coats.

(U.ARTWRIGIIT, MASTER. ,JANt ARV 1l6Tlt. 1906.

CHAM BERS.

WllV'rIGT v. ROSS.

Venue- ehaqe IVovisîopi s of ('on/ractf as Io Place of Trîal

Mot ion lie df4endans to change flho venue from St.
Thomas to SÏ. C('atharinîes.


