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under the practice to procure an order for arrest, defendant is entitled ta
be discharged if he iit-cvs tha: inteation, unless plaintiff cani !tate facts
ficoia which it -can clearly be inferred that it was the intention of defendant
to leave-

È 3. Such an inférence was flot to bcer-4ri lrom affidavits unerely
tendin- to sheyw tbat defendant was keeping oui ofthe vray to a% oid serice
of an order for his examination under the Collections .ACt

1. : would be futile to allow pIzintifrfs appeal, as at the time the order
for defendant's examination, uider the Collections Act, was ýerved the
order for aa-rest was effete, and the b>ond cancelled, and no stay of pro-
ceecdiin.,s hid beecu obh:fried, and the liabiity of the sureties cnuld not âe

P). lIAzLfor a:,Ieliant. IV P. A4. kiL ',ic, K .C., for rtspondent.

Fu!i Co):ri.j 1ILL t.WFT v Dcc. 28. i9oi.

Ira f- -iab6iti Cf acetior fer a.-commodati'pr of i/dri pP!r nt dis-
b~ar.ý1eJ bi p-î-men1 mide M- iarer- Case of acrqoa.o z~I

1'i:î'Taceedto sel! ccriaxn caule to MI. on condition that MI. would
procure someone to accept a d raft for the price. I)efendant at the request
of 'M. arcepted a draft fo)r the amountr, and the second draft given in
rene.val for the first, and agreed to accept a third draft irn retneial of the
secoind !)ut refused to do so ai the instance of M., who, in the meantime,
had hecome insolveflt. 1-laintiff furnished ail the money used to retire the
second d.-aft witih !he exception of the sum of $io paid by 'M.

Hdld. i. Affirming the judgrnent of the County Court Judge with
costs that defendait was flot reliri;ed trom his ]iability on the sec-ond
acceptanice by the payment made hy plaintiff. and Ïhat plaintian was
entitled to judgment for the an.iujit of the acceptance less the sum of $xo
paid by Mi.

2. 'l'he case was distin,,uisiali)le from one where the acceptor accepîs
for the accommodation of tht drawer who takes it up at rnaturity and
negotiates it to someone who sues the acceptor.

F. H. Bc// and I. B. JAzcC4ov, for appe--d. Il' A. Thompson, contra.

Fuil Couirt.] 7!Io. i ., LOwE. (Jec. 28, 1891.

Pkadnî'-'rada-P/aset auide as baiî

laintiff's statement of claim alleged that on or about a certain date
he was the o.'-ner oif certain property described, and that on or about the
date mcntioned defendant converted to his owii use the goods.and chattels
described.


