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vaive. Ile had flot exercised that right, but had flce o allom
thesù art icles to remain as part of the building.

Therefore, on a fair construction of the documrent, the ud
'-buildings uid implroveinents" included articles în godfaitht
hgwouglt up<x)n tlip d'mised premîises for the purpose of tht uss&

buieand so afixod as to form part of the building, whcthcer
lândlord's fixtures, tenant's fixtures, or trade fixtures, but di1,
not incdude purely chattel property.

This was the meaning and effect given by the arb)îittors- t<o
the opiniion of Middleton, J., and thev rightly iwarded thiat
the articleýs ini dispute should lw taken and paid for bY the less;ors.

A ppeal dîsiissed( with cosis.

FzuK'r IIIONAL COURT. APRIL 26Trî, 1920.

'*ROUTL1iY v. GOIIMAN AND CORIAN.

prtz,1cip<,J and Suret y-Promssory Noies Endorsed &y Suret y-
&crurities Held by Credîtor Entrusted to Principal L)ebtor for
Conlledîiont-Los88 of Securities-7Absence of Negligence on Part
of Criedlitor-Evidence-.Findns of Fart of Trial Judge--
Âppeal-Assent of Suret y bo Course Taken.

An appval by the defendant Coran from the judgmlent of
MýNCKAY, Judge of the District Court of the District of Thunde.r
Bay, li favour of the plaintiff for the recovery agaist, botht
dffndants of $1,004.31 and costs, in an action ini the District
Court upon two promissory notes made by the defendLant Gornian
in favour of the plaintiff and endorsed by Gorman and Coran.
Thert, was aiso endorsed on each note a memorandumi signed by
both defendaîntsý, "We hereby waive presentment and notice of
prtest and gujaratee payment of the within note."

T'he àppeýal was heard by MERIEDITR, C:J.o., MACLAUEN,
M.êorF, and 1IFteROusoN, JJ.A.

W. A. D)owler, K.C., for the appellant.
W. J4wr, for the plaintiff, respondent.'

FEEGUisoN, J.A., reading the judgment of the Court, said,
fter stating the facts, that the defendant Coran appealed on the

grud that lie should have been ýredîted with ili the mioneys
fond to have been collected by the defendant, Gormag, contending
ta as surety hie %vas entitled to the benefit of ail securities held
tby the creditor, and that he was relieved frotn liability to the


