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i is widow
administrators of the estate of John Stewart and his w
and children,

: : tawa
Upon mortgages of lands in the city Ofn(()ltf Ao
made by John Stewart, or immediate possession a

closure or sale. There

: of
Was no dispute as to the right
plaintiffs to recover in re

- The
any and assigned to John Heniy Jrfhn
defence as to ghq other mortgage, made in 1892 to

. . r a ]Oan
eney, was that it wag glven as collateral security for
represented

hi-
Y & promissory note fop $16,000 made byS;:;vcartv
bald Stewart ‘ang indorsed by Catharine and John

test
and that, aftep the last renewal of that note went to PEg
on 12thJanuary, 1894, t}

X 1 in
16 amount thereof was mc]u(ll)eiﬂa;ld
a note for $39,760.53, at three months, made by Arc
Stewart and i

b
ndorsed by Catharine Stewart, and 'tll‘ltereor}i
ohn Stewart’s estate wag discharged from any liability
the mortgage,

. l.’s
, The question Wwas whether the credito
remedy wag intended o be reserve.

: intiffs.
J. Christie, Ottawa, anq Ww. Greene, Ottawa, for plainti
£ 5 Henderson, Otta

r
Wa, and A, g, Fripp, Ottawa, fo
adulg defendzmts. X

C.J. R Bethune, 0 , for the official guardian. M
I\'I,\cM,moN, di referred ¢o Wyke v, Rogers, 1 DeG. w:
& G, 408 ; Owen v, Homan, 4 BRoEo 997 ; Muir v. Cmc
ford, 1. R, o Se. App. at p. 457; Gorman v. Dixon, 26_8‘ f
i ion wag ag to the intention Ot
the parties, to e gathered frqy, the terms of the o e (i
1AVing regard t, the position of the parties a the time; alnts
the fair inference to be drawn in this cage was that the righ
of Heney against the estate of Johy Stewart on the mortgage

were intendeq to be reserved, Judgment for plaintiffs as
Prayed with o laster at Ottawa.
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RANDALL v. OTTA\VA ELECTRIC CO.
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Strangeys__ Duty oweq by — recautions against Danger — Fi
ngs of Jury,
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