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goeûd, -which I flnd Was aecepted by the Standard Bank in lieu
money 'on the l6th. This possession was further confirm
and acted upon on the l7th, when the adjustments were nia
and the bala.nce struck and the 'draft on Toronto accepted:
stead of payment direct.

At the close'of the ease, 1 was strongly of opinion that 1
plaintiff wasentitled te judgment for the 'aanunt of his cli
but ýreserved judgment te enable me further 'te exani
the cases cited by counsel.

Boyd v. NËanmith, 17 O.R. 40, seeme ,directly in point.
[Quotations froni the report of that case.]
This seems to be the flrst case of 'the kind in the English

Canadian reports. ...
f Reference also to Firet National Bank of Jersey City

Leach, 52 N.Y. 350, 353; Brown v. Leckie, 43 ElI. 497.]
If it could be argued that the cheque was net in fact p:

sented for payment until 'Monday, it would not bave been p.
sented, in niy judgment, within a reasonable time, and t
drawer, as between him and the bank, would be entitled te da
ages caused him by the delay, which in the present case wou
appear to be the amount of the deposit. Sc Bills of Exehan
Aet, R.S.C. 1906 eh. 119, sec. 166.

As te the effect of the act of the ledger-keeper in charging
the cheque in the Fariners Bank te the Standard Bank, givi:
eredit to the plaintiff in their ledger, and entering the amen
in ýhis pass-book, ee Nightingale v. City Bank of Montre
26 C.P. 74.
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