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iga balance of $936.21. The defendant should not be com-xi to pay interest, but he should pay costs. Judgment pro-ng for the sales mentioned and for payxnent of $936-61 bydefendant to the plaintiff with costs. H. D. Petrie, for the
itiff. R. N. Bail, for the defendant.

[AiDSON v. LONDON GUARANTEE, AND ACCIDENT CO.-
LÂ&TcHFORD, J.-DEc. 7.

usaranty - Action on &retyship Bond - Assurance of Duetrmaflce Of Contract - Material Alterat ions in Proposed Con-
- Absence of Assent of GÙarantors]1-Acton upon a bond1 by the defendaxtts, Purporting to assure the due perform-for the plaintiffs, by the Pneumitc Conveyor Company ofLg0, Of written contracts dated the l4th March, 1914. Thei was tried without a jury. LATcHFoRD, J., ini a written .iudg-maid that there were no Written~ contracts nor any contractig the date mentioned. The defendants did not guaranteeprfonnance of the contract afterw&rds madle. At most,guL'r&fty was for the caiTying out, îf acceptedi, oî a vertain

MSia it eXisted prier tO certain changee mnade in it, tund n-
-act was madle on the basia of the proposai in that state.e was no assent by the defeudants to the changes. Trhe con-
of suretyship is strictissîmi juris. To aliow the claim of the

,tiffs would be to hold the defendants lhable lor what theY
iot undertake. Sec H1alsbury's Laws of England, vol. 15, P-Action dismissed without, coats. J. L. Whitîng, K.c., for the
tiffs. M. K. Cowan, K.C., aud C. Swabey, for the defendauts.


