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The plaintif! is, not corroborated in thiS--andl defendant
Mnies it, So far as hiavingr the miatter brought to his notice
r cither plaintif! or by the stenographer or anyone in defend-
t's, olffice. A~s to wliat took place in October-plaintiff says
Skuew lie was late-and when defendant snlggested issuing,
writ, the plaintif! said, « no use," that the defendant looked
>ý the law, and came to the conclusion that the 3 monthas'
iiitation did not apply, and that then,' plaintiff said, «if yon
.on yon do -,o at yoilr own risk, 1 will not be responsibleY
The defendant's account % of it is that when plaintif!

Llltdd the writ issued he raised the question of expiration of
ne-or thaï; it miglit have been suiggested by plaintif-


