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tig, that the plaintiff was inerely in the posi- defrauded, and I do flot sec anything that hast'011 Of a creditor of Ocane, who was shown to happened in this case to justify 'me in thinkinghe bee Pefctly insolvent from the tine he that Mr. Nash was, himself, personally negli-
evdthe plaintiff s îoney in juy 1885, gent, as was suggested ini the case of C'leather v.do t is death in July, 1887, s0 that te Twiden, 1think, where itwas stated that thePlaintiff had .suffered nio special damage by other partncr ought to have known what wasreasori of thé' subsequent negligence. Upon going on, and ýhere was sufficient evidence tothis Point the following discussion took place: have brought it home to hlm. I think that Mr.NI .'J'rCEGRANTHAMT1iat docs ntNash also, by the evidence which he has given,focar" becauselemany a inan is bankrupt for has shown that he is an honourable man, andecrand goes on trading, and people get that there was nothing to justify hiiii in suppos-lui ties and get paid during ail that time. ing that bis partner was defrauding bim in this'fl'. wlis. VYes. transaction at this particular time, or defrauding,oas.PasThey may ; but surely that is anybody else ; but 1 have to decide on law, andflot a thing to be assumed of a bankrupt man what I believe to be the law, as applicable to athat he Will pay ail bis creditors. case of this nature, and altbough it is flot neces-Nir. JUSTICE GRANTHAm.-Not "ail." We sary to say wbat I should have donc if Mr.have notbing to do with " ail," only with one. Willis had relicd on what he suggested wouldas eviSuel it is flot to be assumned hvbenisctnio, certainly my impres-tor cence that he could pay a particular credi- sion at the present time is that I should haveMEJSTC RATA.rhtma e decidcd against him if he was simply suing forMRt JUTC RNHm.Ta a the money reccived by Mr. Deane, on theb"1i i a negative. You have to show that lie ground that Mr. Nash would be hiable for moneywGer. fl0t-or could flot-bave paid Miss Mul- receivcd by Mr. Deane, at the time it has been

proved he did receive it. I ontthn r
shoud hve tougt tht I Nash would have been hiable. But it is flot put-0*"fceshow it, if I showed that be had upon that ground. It is put upon the groundAt tey aond spen tis money. that Miss Muller was the client of the frrn atcnlson of the evidence the follow- the time that this transaction, the sbject of this

19dgetwsdelivered 
:- action, was carricd out. Now, it is quite cîcartha R&NTHIAM, J-I arn of' opinion in this case that she was a client of the firm at that time,ît Mjdm n ust be for the plaintiff, and because I have before me a copy of the book Of%t regard tothe amount, 1 can say posi- the firm ; whetber it is the pctty cash book, ort" that the security was of the value Of j450 account book, or lcdger, or blill book, does notat the time that Mr. Bompas relies upon ; but I signify (it is the bill book, I think), and in thatdo'tthinlc I should bc justified in saying that book appears the nanies of Miss A. M. R. Muller

MrVs.lt on the evidence that bas been given and Puttock. Tbis is in the book of Deane &byMNash. No doubt, Mr. Dixon Hartland Nash ; and there is the charge against ber ofOr4I gave £350 for it ; also, that to a certain £,15 s d.ttunot-as it generalîy docse*'ct'etthe sccurity was dirninisbcd in value, froni in these cases-that tbey get the money frorn'01thin that had happened in reference to Messrs. Raper & Frccland aftetwaî-ds;» butah 1ireton, office. I do flot know whether it was Miss Muller is the person, as far as I understand,a lir Offilce or a life office, but I suppose it was 1who is charged, and supposing tbcy dîd flot geta lie Ofi ce. StilI, 1 do flot think that is suffi- the money from Raper, I should be vcry miuchWorth nc to jutf1ei aigi surprised if tbey could not recover it from Miss%ta'CesY350. Therefore, under the circuni- Muller. Miss Muller is their client, and it isie thinlc my judgnient mnust be for the only by arrangement that tbcy get the moneyat qO fout ; because, aftcr ail, the amount is from the other side, the mortgagee. But suip-i es1i»n of so vcry rnuch importance. 1 posing there is any difficulty in gettilig it,1ju veryorry, for Mr. Nash's sake, that my should think that Miss Muller would be re-Int ust be against bim, because it i s ponsible to them because, as she says herseif,qtt lar that be is.:as innocent in this trans- she considered she was goirng there as a clientas Miss Muller. Nir. Nash bas been to the firm of solicitors,and would be responsible


