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RAY v. WILLSON.

Promissory iYote-it£onplete Intstrtumen-D.Uivery-Holder
in Due Course-Bills of Exchange Act, secs. 31, 32-Fraud
-Siuspirioit-Dty~ fo Inquire-Ratificatio'n-Esloppel.

Appeal by the plaintiffs froin the ju4gMent Of CLUTE, J.,
1 O.W.N. 1005, diarniasing their action to recover $1,004.98 al-
l.ged to b. due by the. defendant on a promissory note given
by him to one John Thonipson by whomn it waa endorsed over
te the plaintiff.

The. appeal was heard by Moa .JOMALAE, MEEE..
DIH and MÀOA(EE, JJ.A.

J. Bickuell. K.C., and M. L. Gordon, for the plaintiffs.
IL E. Choppin, for tiie defendant.

MACLÂuxN, J.A.:-Tbis i. a. inot *unsatisfacvtory case, Tlii.
ouly witnsse examined were tiie two plaintiffs and the defezi.
dant, aeci on his owu behali. One of the former was inerely
ealled te formally prove tiie signature of tii. payee as eudorser.
The evidence o! theoether plaintiff and of the. defendant are
both self-eontradictory, and unsatiafactory, sud to add to tiie
confusion the. latter waa ,xamined de benie esse at his houm. in
N.wmarket smre days before the. trial, so that we have not tiie
benefit of observation by the trial Judge as to his mauner,
demeanour snd condition.

Tiie trial Judge took special pains te get at tiie real facta o!
the. case sud adjonrned tiie trial until thi. alternoon, in order
that tiie books of tiie plaintiffs, who are private bankera at Fort
William, niight b. pr'odueed. Hle found upon the. ovidence that
the. defendant had signed his naine upon a blank prernluexy
noe ferni sud iiad delivered it te eue John Tiiompson, not that
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