HAZEBL v. WILKES. 131

GRAHANM v, Dr1vER—Divisionar, Courr—Ocr. 18,

!
Promissory Note — Procurement of Signatures of Makers by
Fraud—Noticy __ Indemnity.]hAppeal by the detendants other
than Fawcett from the Jjudgment of TEETZEL, J,, 1 0. W. N. 76,
In fayour of the plaintiffs; and appeal by the

defendant Fawcett

om the same judgment in favour of the other defendants gg

against him fop indemnity. The Court (Boyp, C., Ripperr ang
DLETON

» 4J.), allowed without costs the appeal of the defend-
i tion as against them

to sign a note Foster v, MacKinnon, I. R, 4 C. P. 704,
M Godfrey, for the defendants other than Fawcett. R. .

AgRew, for the defendant Fawcett. W. A. J. Bell, K.C., for the
Plaintiffg,

—_—

Hazgy v, WILKES—DIVISIONAL Courr—Ocr, 18,

.J"}iyment—Foroclosure~Action to Set aside.]—Appeal by the
- Damtiff from the judgment of Teerzer, J, 10. W. N. 1096.
o€ Court (Boyp, C., RippeLL and MibpreroN, JJ.), dismissed

. 3Ppeal withoyt costs. W. S. Brewster, K.C., for the appel-
ant, Sweet, for the defendants,

TUWRR V. Dory ENGINE Works Co

~—MASTER 1N CHAMBERS—
Ocr. 18.

Pz‘“d"ly-ﬂtatcment of Defence — Irrelevancy — Embarrass-
OMmmission op Sale—Secret Agreement—Partics.]—After

Order of the Master in Chambers, ante 74, the statement of de-
“8 Amendeq }y striking out paragraphs 3 and 4 and sub-

e Phs 3 to 9, which the plaintiff moved to strike
E ITrelevant, ang therefore embarrassing. These paragraphs
“ehted) were g follows: 3. The defendants are, and were at




