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LIEUX.

The plaintiff is a warehouseman ini this city, and as lessee
of the deferidant occupies some building in which the goods
entrusted -to him suffered darnage by the leakage of thiý roof,
and he bri nga this, action to recover $238. 11,adlstohv
the neeessary repairs done al the defendant's cost. The latter
admits the lease to have been made to the plaintiff and Mr.
Ste. Malrie,; bis co-partuer, Under the firm of Ovide Ste. Marie
x- Co.; but he Say$ ho is iiot answverable to the plaintiff alone.
!Phe faets affeeting this pretention are that Kingau and Ste.
Marie, wbo had beeil in co-partership, (lissolved on the lSthi
of march, 1872, and Kingan, under the s..ne stylo of Ovide
Ste. Marie & Co., continued the business and ,issurned the
liabilities. The defendant, was wvel1 aware of this, and sub-
sequently deait wvith the plaintiff alonie as constituting the
firm of Ovide Ste. Marie & Co.> and as such sued him for a
resiliation of the lease. The defendant next sets up that the
plaitiff Nwas hiMS.elftheO author of any damag:o he may have
* ustained, by causing the x'emoval of cer-t'lin partitions on
the grouud floor, which, aeted as supports to the floors above,
and caused them to say or settie, and as a consequence, the
roof sank and gaped and got Ieaky. That ho, the defendant,
miade ail neeessary repairs, and cannot bc made àable with-
ont ha;ving been notified. at the time, and a survey had of the
dainaged goods. That as regards the -%vater pipes, it was the
plaintiff's duty to keep them in repair; and then -by a third
plea he denies everything. It would be impossible in my
judgment to have elearer proof of auything than was made
before me of the damage suffered, and of the cause of that;
dainage. Some -%vus occasioned on the uppeL' floors by $the
mater coming. directly on the. wool stored there, anid .5ome
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