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H., for the. firat tirne,_ becazne aware that -the. good4% had never'
been purchased or -placed in warehouse, that ne warehouae re,
oeipt -had beau assigned to the, bak. and did net until nme
monthe later know that the. altera tiozi had; been mzde in the note.
There was nme evidence that H. had asked for tinie to make a
settiement of the aniount due to the bank upon the note after he
had becôme aware of the fraud and the. alteration, s0 made.

Held, by IDiNGToN, MÂCIxxÀ ý and Dun', JJ., that thi. 
strument was a forgery and could flot be ratified by an ex pont
facto assent. T'he Mairchants Bank v. Lucas, 18 Can. S.O.R. 704;
Cami. 'las. 275, and Brook v. Hook, L.R. 6 Ex. 89, follewed.

Per IDINGTON, J. :-The circumstances of the case did not shew
tl--it there had been any assent te the alteration within the xnean-
iug of s. 145 of the "Bills of Exchange Act."

l'er MÂCLENNÂN;, J. :-The assent required te brîng an altered-
bill within the exceptioni provided by section 145 of the "Bills
of Exchange Act," R.S.O. (1905), c. 119, must b. given by the
party sought te be bound at the time of or bel ore the making of
the alteration.

Held, aise, the Chie£ Justice and DAVIES. J., contra, that, in
the special cireufflitances of the case, there was ne partnership
relation between the parties te the note for the purposes cf the
transaction in question and there could be no implicd authoriza-
tien for the making of the alteration in the note.

Per FITZPATRICK, C.J. :-Thc transaction in question was a
joint venture or particular partnership for the enterprise in con-
templation of the- parties and, consequently, R. had a mandate
to inake whatever agreenment was necessary with the bank to
obtain the funds and te, provide for the payrnent of intercst on
the advances required te carry out the business.

Appeal ahlowed with costs.
Bisalon, K4JC.. and A. Geoif rion, K.C., for appellant. Laitr-
cdaK.C., fer respondent.
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Ad>niraîty law-Juirisdiction of the Exehequer Coitrt of Canad-a
-Claim u.nder mort gage on shi p-À otion in ren-Ploading
-Abatement of contract price-Def acts in construction-
Daviages.

In an action in rem by the builders cf a sihîp te enforce a
mortgage thereon given te them on account of the contract price
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