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the tact." 7 cnith (N. Y. Lfep.) 5C f. Denio, j,,
in deliveriug the opinion of the court of Appeale
iu t ils cace says, atueng other things, Ilthe
prncip'o wvhich lies at th2' foua(!»tion- of tieso
actionîs, 1 tbixk, le that the rock.,ý 'tee by put-
tino'ý lî. p or in circu:lcon lias e di. d the
pubiie to reeoive it of mcy eo ha\ing ýt iu
pos esiou val apurer't titïc, , c-iin o
urgfio t'w orl deJet ot titto k >î.s a bo,,c fîdc
ho1der.'' 'ho doctrine cf thte îîlos aby

crusi by tho ioar'ned jiid/c, aorjO t:e casesc
tooolinig thec subject tire îîoticed Pt d disme.

Thoii doctrine le, hccr,'ver, but an elaboictie' of
a great principle of j]ustice, thuit if oue by his
act, o-c silence, or rgPtý' erc, mislcodcd iceother,
or lu a-ay manuicr an, te i transaction wrue eby
an îuocent percîtî sufft'rs Io""îî th" tuu3 i
pai ty mnst liietl. rtirý' Bq. 886e87.

1u ýYeîtng r. G oie, 4 Biog., 2,53, and 'eported
iu 12 2j oo,45, t,ilte c erY casc il) pinoîtple
ithfl t1ic tue I ý h'id ' hc félind. It wVtý ar

a1teje ion by Sil 5  ýec or biauks egtieîtly
lt iu a cheel:, ai,dý tfiý'ect ly the holder ne es te

increase tho &init nuiot be detectoti bysin-
spection of tît picr Tho bîîuk pulS ît, ut
the drai.or iroc tield ehî.rgca ble fer tie full
rc"ceuit ou the gr oud of his negliocuce. Thle

Same doctine 1yn'e lîjld lu, îco tcotoh cRenset riz
Raîgore V. aVietnd Graoin'ý iy. GillcpîC, te bc

fouiid in feull 1iBos on Bis ound Prenisory
Notes, 194-95. Lt 15 true that tise coc of Woadc v.
Witeiïï,yo?î iu lot Allen àdl, seems te lirait the
doctrine tit cato- wliore tue alheratiou is n'o,ýdo loy
an agent, clerk or coufiikrtial p aîty; out titis,
lu mc' oplinion, ls agaiinst an catiier tlocrclen lu
that Site-J roPer te Pîutioc v. Su/llivan, 4

Masse 4.5, lu chrio ceSnob-i reýcitin appoars,
and le au iniprioîable limitation.

Lu Àf1al? v. iduler, 5 B, & C, 750, the case cas
that cf un altorîtion of P, hill peceptibile oui ite
face. Tue barukers payiog bt care only alled
to charge the dîrwor with itie originel amounit
put in tho draft, for it was roegligeuce ou their
part te îpcy flic face of it la ite iiltered aspect.
Ouch srns te. Laro be n the doctrine applied loy
fis Conrû in. Worm/Il v. Gheen, 3 Wi,., 888
aitiiougli tlie case ef Halli v. Fuller, alosrtimng
the sarnie doctrine, does net seem te have boei
cordially approsieri iu the opinion.

1 regard this case as îi"renditig on the prin-
cipios of the other cases cited ahove, and net tirat
ot -Werrme v. G/ceen. That tees a caee of a pet-
Cpti'rite alteration, and the p!Rintiff was ale wed
to recov'.r .cely te the et'ient of theorOigtinal
unoitered note, the heider (tlie plaliti) being
entireiy innocent of tIce n1teration, or ofkhewing
anytinig about it. Eut lu the cec ln liind there

was ne perceptible alteration ou the face cf fthc

aud there cae ne croweing cf words te cËiect the
inisertion-ahl was natuitd aed regni' r in appcr-
ance. Tbe wvords Il and fîfty" cote inerted lu
the eopace between the caordeg ci unrd
and ta(, word 'sees'iii tht. note « e Caine
bonrd tilit fmled um the acte trig': o Lt lied
bren dtelivered te hlm iu thts coîeonai). 'flhe
auticorities 1 have referred te liold tho drocrt cf
snob a note answerable for the fsmi, fao c f the

inote as aitered te any boeta flde iolntr of it for
value, ou the greund ot the negigoir ce of ille
maker lu leaving the blauk lu the note wlich

,vas thus fiiiedl up after its executien, anti se we
uowI boid, uoecritllitauding asi betweem the ynalber
rand p cyeo, er t eh.r person it îking tte alteri-
lien, it msculî bc a forcrjr and voici.

We think tflueraie , nrcessary te facilititte
tecrc' ' 'tion of c 'nmmerci paper. anSd at the

saime tic lurea ', ihec cure of dr.,iwîer and
neceptoi-u of r'meh tp",and alec of Iaultrs,
broU 'te oni oltbtar lu taîLag if. 'Plie raie mviii
net appiy te ceeos we boe te a Hrat-tîon le

uprete' o' lec face tf the paper. There it le
nesi f1 t iSle cmlter, ol r. 6'/îee 1-t t'înly.

Thle or ly tier,r.efi.î -, cahicli icari;coror lu
the jtîdgn ci- etc thoe rPsei veS qonitc, &e
cîcaillt tl'e in a

0
c l errer. r1v île ïtile

whio te I av et.odîeavoreil te dedluce com thte
oces, ie o tc crcU.î te ju cit r tke face
of the no)te and iiuîeîe.,t. Butû the infîî'utl
errer je net o cemnplainant bore, and toc p1aintiff
lu c11rrra ri c.comutul.1t thet the ju duesnt
Qtchi'MSt ir'-3 tco E.,îa;ale auS et lî're tý u( e'.r
oh 'lcl o i confiih, b jeim is flermed.
-Pit(/onrîAt Jnhi.

Ev'zaay v. Duannroow,

Wtior' one partae' coutributct îicQey Oî tot comni
stck, and the o lice his tîn ont kilt, ant tIiio wboit
miL' test: hele', ilhat te liait'enttt the înloucy
efoltht net tamover ana tpart ot tus tose ittin tü otheri t

Sur bll, a.rîwer anS ai-t cmntt cf conr.e as
le fats.

Opiii by Smmteweonu, J. DBeirered FoIrei-
ary 4tb, 1871.

The qoct.ion preseuîed upeon lhe ngrecd state-
ment cf tacts s one cf cii-e nocveit. at lcaet
the iudustry cf tUe cinsel bas net fnrîi'hel nie
with any whtdiîs îilchiliroca Ellgt uponl le.
Two pereous ent"r jute a ce-partners!ip ; ce
agroeiug to c cuti- ute F310,000 -. S opitai, the
otiter nottin,; lott hiS knewledge of île tuesiness.
Atter twe ytare the tireti l iisoived. it& tffaî'rs

-wocund np, ail if' ci lite raidS: anti h le fouand
that its outire enmitol bas beon lost The part-
uer who cmntibuted tihe money capitalt non' colle
uponi his eoparttîer te betur hialf bis le',, to repay
hlm Itaif the sein hoe pot ln. Lt it,, beyeud a
question thaI tle met ey wase put lu as stock or
caspital; it was nor au advatice or icmtîî t he
flrrn Theo article ie uneqisivocai,1,"Ivlriy shaýi!
ceutribute the snr of ten ftlouEasicd S1( cre cipi-
tal againest Durblerew'e kuowietige cf the bit i-
iieE!s." Mr. Liumiley ecyr. ntbaer -fthe
commencemnent or a tttîri ip.l tiî,ecii hîte
the noorn foco, Itrion"'. te ihe i i, uni eF
the cont"ary enu lio stiownt : LindUey on Portoý

f546. Whot le uSil deoe net cntradiî this.
Il t the exp iration cf titis partuoehîp thi capi-

tal Shah. hoe tetnemI cithot intcrest belote finol
division cf pîehftsý' But here t1i-o ae neo prc-
fits te hi' divitIed; litrte hs ne ecta t te rettîru.
Everly bac icct Lis iiene-' ,an od 1irt muc)r lies
lest cehat ho set agàcm-,t t, lii coc u Stervices,

eîthincei lu vaiue liy lis ou f the
business.

BîlF diomùed -zvifl cottis.
-Liyo/ Gazutte.
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