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ewhereby a new operation je given to it, will
ciaflount to forgery."1 And again, on page
672, Russell saye, after citing a case:
fiIt Would be a most injurioue notion, and
cieven a reflection on the common law, to
'c uppose it eo defective asq not to provide a
fremnedY againet offenoee of thie nature:
fand thie case je considered as having nowcieefttled the rule that the counterfeiting of any

cWi fltg ith a fraudulent intent, whereby
cianther. may be prejudiced, is forgery at
ciCommon law." And again, on page 688:
fiIt je eaid by Hawkins that the notion of
" forgery doee not eeem as much to consiet in
"fthe ccunterfeiting of a man'e hand and seal,
cgwhicli may often be done innocently; but

gin ther endeavoring to give an appearance of
"truth to a mere deceit and falsity, and
"to imlpose that upon the world *as the
act of another ... ad by the force

gof euch faksity te, give it an operation
"which in truth and justice it ought not
"to have."y

These same definitione can be found in al
standard works on criminal Iaw. Chitty.
Crimninal Law, sec. 1023, eaye: IlEver3' kind
ciof writing seeme on the doctrine of these
cicases (cases cited) to, be a thing in reepect
"of which forgery at common law may be
cemmûlitted-' Ruesell again saye: "Forgeryat common law may be committed in res-
pect te any writing whatever by which"4another may be defrauded. It le not essen-

fit'al te the 'ofl'enoe of forgery in any casebcthat any one ehould have been injured. It
'gisg sufficient if the instrument forged, suppos-
~~If t tobe enuine, might have been pre-

111 the face of thes authnritiee I think
there cannet be any doubt that the. altera-
tion Of the document in question in this
cause, if fraudulently done, might be forgery
at CeMmon law. But would it flot be
forgery aise under the etatute ? It would
C8rt4iflY, if considered in the liglit of an
aCeOuntabk receipt. Then what le an c-
OQUntable receipt? Rapage & Lawrence in,
thoir law dictionary, give theý definition of
an a.Countable receipt je theee words: "iAn

acknowledgment of the receipt of money
"te be accounted for by the pereon receiv-
"Ing it, as OPPOBed te an acquittance or

"receipt for money paid in diecharge of a
"debt.Y Dees not that definition suit exact-

ly thie instrument ? This account current, se
called, is nothing more nor lees than an
acknowl edgment by the Baltimore Bank of
the moneye collected and reoeived te be
accounted for by them te the Park Bank
-in fact it le nothing more than a pais book
or bank book. Witness Titue saye eo in bis
evidence. The Park Bank could cail upen
the Baltimore Bank te, account for u.ny sum.
of money mentioned as received by theni in
that account, as well as any depositor in a
bank could make it account for any euma
entered in hie bank book te, hie credit.
Because it bas net the form. and shape of a
bank bock, this doee not prevent ite having
the eame effect between these two banke.
Now it hae been held in England in several
cases of forgery, that a bank book wae an
accountabie receipt. Vide: Reg. v. Iioody,
reported in 2 vol. Ruseell'e, p. 679 and 834;
Flarri.gon'8 ca8e, 2 vol. Russell's p. 833; Reg.
v. Smith, 2 vol. Ruseell'e p. 833-4 and note;
aise Archbold'e Crim. Evid. p. 619.

It ie claimed on behalf of the accueed that
this etatement was merely an abstract of
the bocks of the Baltimore Bank, and was
sent eubject to errors and corrections.
Whether a duplicate of the entries in the
bocks cf the bank or net, I do not see that
this makes any difference. Tifte account
wae ail that the Park Bank had in their
hands from. the Baltimore Bank te show
that moules had been received by them. and
ehould be accounted for. The same figures
or eumo which. are entered in a depositer's
bank bock are aise entered ln the bocks cf
the bank; it ie nevertheless, according te
these decisions, an accountable reoeipt. It
le said that there is ne signature te thie
account ; it ie true : but are there any te the
bank bock cf a depoeiter? The beading of
thie acceunt reade: "Please examine and
report on the amount as socn as convenient."l
I find nothing strange about this, when we
coneider the length of thus sMaternent and
the numerous charges ou it This remark
could net alter the purport Ôf the docu 'ment
or make it any différent from. wh4t 'it really
waa-an. acknowledgment, by the Baltimore
Bank, cf*a get number of cêollections màado
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