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The Iearned Judge said that lie paid no attention to the pl,
of the lett ers " S L.4 C. " upon the reeeipt, as that could flot
been understood by the plaintiff.

The case of Mediterranean and New York S.S. Co. Limnit
MNackay, [1903]1 iK.B. 297', did not justify the contention
the statemnent ini the. shipping receipt was conclusive and not
jeet to any explanation or controversy.

The. receipt was not conclusive, and xnight b. controvertE
evidence shewing that the. goods were not received. The. rai
agent had no authority to make a contract of carrnage so
bind the defendants, save ini respect of goods actually receivt
hirn.

Reference to Leduc v. Ward (1888), 20 Q.13.D. 475,
Sith & Co. v. Bedouin Steam Navigation Co. Limited,
A.C. 70, 75, 77.

Tii. receipt cast the onus upon the defeud.ants; but, wheý
circunistances i which that reeeipt was given were Iooked
it wvas seen that it was based entirely upon the. statemnents c
plaintiff; and there was xnuch in his testimony which indii
that there miglit. have been an error as to the number of paeck

The. question resolvod itself into an issue of fact-did th
fendants deliver to the plaintiff ail the. goods actuaily received
hlm' U-Poni tiie evidence, the issue mnust b. determnined ini fi
of the. defendauts.

The. two planks or boards (value $3) which were placed î
car were lost ini the. railway freight-sheds in Toronto, and
should not b. included ini the ahove finding.

Judgnient for the plaintiff for $3, with Division Coturti
subjeet to a set-off.
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