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acceptance, the cornpany discounteti, and this was an adoption
by the company of the change mnade ini the atidress. The acceptors
were bound by their acceptance, and could not dispute ît agaulat
the plaintiff s, holders ini due course.

The defendants sought to escape liability upon the contention
that Thorne coulti not b. liable, as the bill was not addressed, to
hum, and Kilpatriek and Mills could not b. liable, as they accepteti
on the assumption 'that Thorne was a party. Thorne becarne a
party when the drawer ratifleti the. addition of his naine, and also
h. was estoppeti froin denying that he was a party when h. signeti
the acceptance of a bil to which his naine appeared. as a drawee.

Kilpatrick andi Mills would in any event be hiable, as it was
not shewn that they accepted on the faith of Thorne's naine.
Probably it was added by thein or at their instance with the view
of continuing Thorne's liability; and, if so, they could not set up
their own act to, defeat the, plaintifsé' dlaim.

Later on, these acceptances not having been honoureti, the,
drafts originally sueti on were drawn on the. 3Oth August, ecd
83,500, payable 30 anti 60 days. The". were put tiirough the
bank before acceptance to talc. care of the. iaturing or mnatureti
bilas as a discount. They were drawn ini the saine way on Xil-
patrick anti Mills oiily, anti sometimes amended by addîng Thorne
as drawee, and accepteti by ail three. The bank acquireti titi.
before aýceptance, anti no ratification of the. change by the, drawer
coulti b. shewn. As there was clearly liability on the earlier

ecceptanoea, it was not necsay to discuss the. question thus
rased.

The. alteration of a bull (by sec. 145 of the Bills of Exchange
Act) does not void it "as against a party who lias himself matie,
authoriseti or assenteti te the aiteration,» anti the. defendants here.
a8senteti to the. change. By the. saine section a holder in due
course mnay entore payinont of an aitered bill according to its
original tenouiL when the. alteration is not apparenIt on the face of
tiie bill.

Though the. addition of Thorne'was plainly not in the. hand-
writing of the. scribe who penneti the, note, there was nothing on
the. face of the acceptance to shew that the, change was not made
before the. bill was issueti.

If Tiiorne w»s not a party te the. bill, tien sec. 131 made hin
liable. Thorne signeti, anti lie w»s eithi.r liable as accepter or
under sec. 131 as an endorser. The. section was intendeti to change
tii. law, andi the. earlier cases are no longer of authority.

The. statua of the. plaintiffs as holtiers in du~e course w»s at-
tack.d, but without su$fcient reason Unquestionably they adi-
vancedi the. money, but it was sa'd that the. manager ouglit te


