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or expressed the opinion thiat there was nlothing in
said that, if necessary, lie would ailow MeItyre
[g no doubt M-ýelntyre & Gardiner) to b. made a
There,' is no reason wliy thie leave thus given should
ttended by this Court if the plaintiffs desire to avail
es of it.
ýturn to the main issue of whether the monument is
esigu selected and ordered by defendant. The first
te be deterxnined is whether when the defendfant

ie paper dated the 8th Mardi, 1900, it containod the.
E. M. Lewis Reporter Design,»ý whicii now appear
ýherein, in the liaudwriting of E. J. Ramnsay, the fore.
biclrityre & Gardiner's shop. Itwas lie whio procured1
r for the. monument and handed it te M.%clntyi'e on
Sday within three hours of the fimie it wasaigned.
cIntyre received it, it was in the saine condition as

.The. defendant's case is that the words iii question
ýrted after lie signed it. It being undoubtedly signed
and it being produced in its present condition. the,
on hinm te establish conclusiveiy that it was aitered
attached his signature. His contention invoives a

f a very serious offence against Ramsay, and no me-
ixggested. The learued Chancelier lias m~ade no ex-
ling on this important question. . . . General
ýs ouglit not te be porxnitted to dispiace the weighty

Iition wlenli defendant signedit beliad&ten
n E. M. Lewis Reporter Design, and that at the triai
y tailed te sliew any E. M. Lewis Reporter Design
.dirng in the. least degree with the. design wbieii he
e eelected. . . . An attempt was mnade at the
aise an inference that the inkç with whicii the. word.
mn are written le not the. saine asth rest of the. writ-
inspection of tlie paper does niot lead te that con-
On the. eontrary, it leads te the conviction that al
iwas done at tlie saine tiine, . . . The. defend-

erateiy cliarged Ramsay with forgery. The latter
tii. most exuphatie way that lie touciied the. paper

>n or made any alteration at ter it was signed, and the.
pices, as weii as the probabi1lties, are in bis 'faveur.
Upen the. 'wiiee case, 1 tibk the. defendant lias
establisii that when lie signed the. order of 8tii

ie words " E. M. Lewis Reporter Designu" were net
1 tbat the. -fnding of tact ought te b. that the. order
ie codition it is now in wiien the. defendant p ut lis
Ste it; and that the. E. M. Lewis Reporter Design


