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3) And the average amomit of daily ýhandlîngs. A. (a) $2,000;i
b) $100 to $500.

It was stated by Mattson that on occasions when the heaviest

mies were paid, and paid by cheque, there was as mueli at one

mes as $8,000-includiflg cheques--in his hands. Even if

[attac>n did have $8,000 i cash and eheques in his possession et

ne time, it -was an exceptoxal, thing-a thing not in the

rdinary course likeiy to occur. The Mayor was only speak-

îg of what was likely. Mattson stated in his signed applica-

ýon of the l9th May, 1904-which the defendants put mn as

vidence--that the total amount handled 'by him during the

ear would be $18,000 or $19,000, and the ].argest amount apt

3 ibe under his control at any time 'would ho $1,000. Tak-

ag the largest amount for the whole year at $19,000, and

llowing say a hundred days for collection, -the average would

,e only $190 a day; Tanucb less than the maximum amount men-

ioned in the statement of the Mayor.
1 fmd that the answers to question 7 are substantially true.

It was not shewn that the answers to questions 13, 14, 15, and

.6 -were not true. -The onus was upon the defendants to shew

lie falsity if the answers rwere false.
No evidence was given to shew that there was any default or

ndebtedness prior to that of 1909.
1 flnd that the defendants wvere duly notifled in writing of

ýIattson's default, aud that the defendants were furnished with

,roofs of their bas.
-I further Ibid that the defendants requested that Mattson

b. prosecuted for his theft or embezzlement, and that...

[le wus prosecuted and fouud guilty.
'Phere will be judgmeut for the plaintiffs for $5,000 with

interest thereon from. the 2Oth June, 1911, at five per cent. per

annum, with costs.


