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itjlqwllats wu;s rever1lscd on the findiiigs or favt, llaving
reýgard t theli facvts as found in the present case, thi-4 deiin
appeal duoes not hvlp the railwvay coimpanyv.

1 have h)evi supplied with a copy, of the1 reporter's nlotesN takHln
at the trial, and, having revîNeed th viee, I aiii coifirioedl in
iY opinion expressed lit the close of the trial thatt the plintiff

Wux vitiledl ta succccd( mgainlst bothi defembdalts, ais, ili r1ny opin-ý
ioni, eavih devdatwauilt%- of iiegligzence wvh(ih was Ilhe
proximate cause of the accident, and that, there shoul 1)v nu
miontrihlutionl.

.)udmgtiitet shiould bie entered foi- the plaintiff for- thle amoilnt
<omnd 1)y the jury' , with eosts against both diefendants, andl the
daii of the railway company for contribution 4hold bu is

missedwith osts.

OSTANDARD BANK 0F C'ANADA v ETAJE

Admissioni of Orvl Evidence Io ProveCodion lak
Hloddcr iii Pue Course- Blills of Exchangeo Act -Evidilice,
Liability of Acetr ' dt ona o &melhingi Ireig Due
Io Drai'ers al auiy -xfa of LiblI-idn~ of
Fact of Trial Judge.

Ac(tioni upon a bill of exchange accepted by the defendanta.

The acetioni was tricd without a jury ait S4tratford,.
R. S. Robertson, for the plaintifs.
George Wilkic, for the defendants.

Civ-i . :-The action is broughtlipoii a bill of exclhange for
$,500 dr-awn býy the Nu Thilarnburg Mchiiinerv luian pon
and aeeeptedl by the dcfcnidants. The( bill was delivered by the
New ilambilur-g ('ompany' to the p)linitiffs and] plaved to the
edit of that company upon mn ovt'rdrawn- ace-(ount-rcducinig

the gaine by« the amoant of the draft, lesu the discount. The
pantiffs rested their case after putting in the bill of exehiange,
tedefend(anits' signature being adimittedl.

The defendants set up that they are flot hiable because the
bill was acecpted by them as accommodation for the New Hain-
bnurg eo'npan.v. and transferred to thc plaintiffs without con-


