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have been jointly and severally mnade by thein, dated 19th

January, 1903, for $1,000, payable, with interest at 5 pexe

cent., 6 inonthis alter date to the order of plaintif!.

.The Lockeridges made no defence. M\ary J. Campbell

said that lier naine upon the note was not placed there by

lier or by lier authority.
A. B. Macdonald, Brussels, for plaintif!.

'R. Vanstone, Winghamn, for defendant.

BRITTON, J.-Plaintiff is'a labourer, an illiterate manu,

and 8omewia.t pecuhiar as to lis money matters. Hie hadl

confidence in defendant Mary J. Campbell, and so on or about

14th May, 19010, lie placed in lier hands for safe-keepiiig a

suin exceeding $1,600, and defendant deposited this in hei,

own naine in the Bank of Hamnilton at Winghaii.

The other defendants lived at Brussels, and liad a woollexi

miii there. Their business in Ijecember, 1902, had begun 1x

decline, aithougli the finm did not actaally fail, so Williara

says, until alter the note sued upon feu due. William Wa",

however, on the lookout for money. le knew that plaintiff

liad money in the hands of defenaant, a.nd apparently lie at

that time had tlie confidence of botli plaintif! aud defeudant-

The evideuce of William Lockeridge is quite clear, anci

it is that he ana plaintifi made two visits to defeudaut Camp-

bell, and enth fli lt occasion lie asked lier if she wonld1

indorse for hîm, ana she said she would. At that tixue the

inoney was at Wiugiaxn, ana she said she would bring it tQ

Brussels. . . li e says the second visit was on lUth

January, 1903,.the day the note bears date.
Defendant Campbell says she did net sigu flua, note.

The evidence is in direct coufliet, and I must endea-vour to

arrive at fthe trufli by a consideration of collateral facts. ...

It is, in view of the evidence, a thing of great importance

thaft defendant Gaxnpbell's naine is apparemtly written withi

entirely different ink frein the other signatures. The 'note

was drawn up by Mr. Blair, solicitor fer William Lockeridge.

William sys the, naines were aIl signed at defendant Camp-

bell's lieuse, with ore peu and 'with ink froni onc, bottle. .-

That, in my opinion, cannot be correct. Plaintiff is seeking

to establish i l aim against defendant Camnpbell iuainly by

the evideuce of William ILeckeridge, the mnan, wlio obfaÀned

the iney. The claim is met by the stroug denial of defend..

ant Campbiell and by the cireuinatances. . . . Defendaut

camnpbl seelis trustwortliy; of course she is interested in

the result tothe extent of what is a large anioint for eiflier

plaintiff or defendalit to Ioac; but she is not more interested


