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any
hever gave plaintiffg tq understand that McGregor had
authority to ug

S lace
e the firm name 1, obtain money to be pla
to his own credit, or for his

. 0.
reighton v, Halifax Bankl?g f(i)rs‘é
, and plai_ntiffs cannot recover on t'lgjtion.
bill. ' Phe osge as to the seconq bill is in g dlfferenﬁ ‘POI have
On the confligt of testimony between the partners, sente
come to the conchysjop that Tewig knew of the bill, ?‘*S*uable_
to it, and receiveg from MeGregor g proceeds, and is |

Judgment accordingly,
Christie & Green, Ottawa, solicitors for plaintiffs. .
O’Gara, Wylq, & Osler, Ottawa, solicitors for defenda
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CHAMBERS,
McCAULEY v. BUTLER.

Solicitm'~00@ts~00llusiﬂe Settlement Of Action—Notice of Laen
Sanvidge v, Ireland, 14 P. R. 29, followed, e
Appeal, by solicitor for Plaintiff, from order of Ofér
Judge at Longop dismissing application of the SOIlCItor,Cﬂe_
bayment of his gogtg out of the fuynq arising upon a se i
ment of the action, and paiq over between the par
behind the back inst the notice of the golicitor.
(Belp" Gibbons, K0
solicitor,

» @0d P. H. Bartlett, Tondon, f0f

A. B. Cox, London, for defendant. ;
FERGUSON, J.—Action for criming] conversation, belff
brought fo trial at London The parties resided at I'R'w‘rs’
i » Ontario, where their sohClt‘;s_
" Adth, 1901, defendant sent a m
senger to hj ici i

clephoned to Mr. Meredith and s‘-gld~
understand theye has been another settlement, an
will look to your client, ang ¢, eve

his man Butler, W.h(':;
- 1 gave him fajr Warnlﬂ:
costs had not heey paid.” The me»t
ame day to Lucan, anq the settlem?n
ut on Monday 16th December, e ST

and notiee that my
Senger returneq the g
Was carrieq
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