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on that day. Hie says that alter the signing of the contract,
befare paynients could bc arrangred or muade definitely, it
was necessary for hini to apprise the defendant bank of the
contract and get some kind of a consent from. thern. It
appears and is admitted ail round that at the date of flic con-
tract the bank had a lien under the provisions of tlic Bank
Act upon the saw-iogs iîîtended to b.e e~ored hy the contrat
and that sucli lien is stili in existence. Bishop says that
after the contraet was signcd, lie wrote a letter dated April
6tit, 1910, to, M-r. Stratly otf the defendant banik, enclosing
a copy of the contraet and diretting his attention te, para-
grapli 8 thereof, and asicing, it ta send a release upon the
logs se that there would be nothingr to interfere with tlie
making of the payments according ta the contract. This
letter w ay produced. A reply tu it was rccived dated April
12th, in the foiiowing ternis. I arn in reccipt of inero-
randuni, of agreenient mtadle be w'eeîî v aur conipi)y aîîd the
M. Hilty Lumber Company, of the eity of MîLIlwaukee. 1
note that under tins eantriet von are ta reCeivQ $68.000 in
cash or pranissory notes front tiîat (0itlipfly on the 15th

instant. Tihis batik hereby agrees ta release its lien on the
iags la tlic M. IHiitv Luniber C'ompany as îts intcrests rnay

Biýhop says that it was only alter rcceivinig titis that hc
mwent ta Miilîwaukee and that upon shiewingr the correspond-
ece ta Fo'rster the ntotes were made out on or about the lMth

Aprl. 1910. lie says that at the interview about tfie ques-
tion of disecaunt, wiuichi oùeurred on that date, ail lie said
w-as titat it seerneu1 to Iiim a reasanable proposai and if
inatters w'ent sinootl under thec ontract hie wouid en-
deavour to get bis conîpafly 10 acquiesce in the proposed 2
pier cent. discount,

Albert Milier w as calied and stateil iliat lie wvas present
at a talk hetween Forster and Bishop at the Urne that the
notes were isud.le tiîinks% it was about the 15th Mý,ardIi,
1910. lie cainnot ,say whetbcr it was on the saine day that
the eontract was &gneDü or not. lie corroborate% Forster
in his statentent about bis proposai that there should bie a

new contraet drawn anid that Bishap said tbere, xas no need
of that. tlie contraet enld stand and the 2 per cent. could
lie dedueteil. lit, ~s\ lie, thinks the notes were dated ahead.

Upon this eviden rce the p1aintiffs ask mie ta find first.'

that there was a definite representation on te part or
Bi-sbop that tbere would bie a eut of 5,000,000 feet at least


