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rioi-i this differing front Regina v. Bassett (18$4>. p) p.R.
:),86.G

Jlcfuvcnue to Rex v. C(orric (1904). 68 *LP. 294, and Lee v.
Tavlor (1912>, 107 L.T.11. 682.

tUpoîî the w'hole eirumostaîîees and evidenee the Poliee Mal-1
ist rate haid passed anid had found the defendant guilty. TI-t
u hanecilor ivas 1101 disposed to interfere with the resuit, and the

u0onviction stood affirmeid, as w cil as the forfeiture of the iloilcy
'seli;ed iM exeludiiig -what w as diseovcred iii the gaol),

BAÇK OF OTTriANVA .V î~.snx M ot,... 141 c. 201.

Prrom*issoryf .Not<-ictii S)av-ff u (<mj o< igno,
turc)' f « i lI Lhcdriats for *Iccom m od1i éi ofliarprt Às,
cilion Biurdin of Proof K ridin CnrdcoqTs n

inny'of Fo!of Trial Jdg-Aiiount D)ue upon Nolc
('r(d~ pplcatof 1>apný?citls-Ibterest aftI r 1h moui-

Hlïîý of.1-This acineoiiiiienceed on the 12th February, 1915,
liis brought laponi a promissory note, dated the 22îîd I )ccm1bér.
J909. for $2,500> ami interest at 7 pcr cent. pur auipayablu

1nMcnad il) favour of the plaintiffs, anid 1c vy 1hw îhiret
defendants, Shillingtoît. Moore, mnd leekie. lIt was discouîîtedI
hy thev plaintiffs for the Cobalt HLocey Club, an uiinoiforporatcd

orgniatinto w'hose eredit the proeceds weru Mledi the
plitf'branch at Cobalt on the 281h D)ecernber, 1909. '11w
defndntLeekie, w~ho w'as srervraurrof the vilb. (i1,

iiot app-ar or defend. Eabof the othier two defendanits sworc-
th;it lie signed the niote at the requcat of A. F. Kîîight, theit
manager of the plaintîfi' brandi at Cobalt, and uipon the coui
dition and understanding that it was to bc ffne l.1o hy two
other persons-M. <'arr~and Il. H1. Lang. This wais positively de-
icd by Kniight. Thc efe of the deednS hillington and

Moreias, that th(-'y hiad signcd upoii the condition naned.
antI thiat thc condition had îîot beeni folfilled. The aetîoii ua
friedl without a jury ;it Hniley' bury and Toronto. The]are

.Jdeinakes a eareful exaîinaimtîi of the evidenee, in ai wriltuin
0J)illiOfl oif ismme lcngth. The testimony being eonitradietorvN, lic

t kescouiit of the burden of proof, the probabilities, and th(c
mndoubted eireumstances. The burden of proof, he sav's, îw

agarLiist those two dcfcndants' ow'n signatures, thcir milenec to
('arr and Lang. thpir stibsNetet payments. and the absence of

fl13 u.


