
T01>1 v. LÂMU0SSE.

TiliE MATB rhj ti ili ýaîIll te f ast
in)dorserS (,Il of ail mîsr note wh1iu Il hulild by aL nom)-
iiad pliifi, t4o whoî ii a admit todly l&nu or, the

pfnrpoý, ()f týit affler natity;i aniid wbho ilicrulmo liods it
sulbj(-c to) aýil is equities....

Thu p1autitt has, nmd tu 11>11;1 afli(da\ i. OIn t1Iîs bu
ýýa> r~-xiiid anti shUWs, als %.a,> tu buo txpeuvhd, thati
lie knw lonthing' abouIt tlu f xcipt Iii- bulias be1uiî
told. le states th-at lm is h'nding Id, name to the Inmal
funki.

It wasý arguied by Msr. Ferguson that thia was noV al coi-
planr it1h Piule 603. ilo dou noi evoii know, if' thu note,

has keen reîiwd, anîd neyer acked about lAn, nor (on
l(e !ay w1hy thf- offher putie(- to the notei arc flot being suild,
or why Vhis mot ion is mnati onIy gis Mr.Lbrse

On the otlît'r halnd, Labrt>Se bas1I lihed i legh affidavit,
on %whib Ilew blas nIot beezi cross-exaniind, andi which iuaL
thereforeý bw accepted asý tu.lu itle set out. the facts

«Ind gines a history of thle wbole tr-ansaction ot of whiell
this note ars.In the 14th and 15th j)aragraphs of thai
afidavliit fie aillegea that this note bas. been enwe by For-
tier and Man, and this is corroborated by ani afflidavit of
Mr. Lainîoîle, who i, acting f'or these deednain anl ac-
tion brou)Iglit agailat theni11 in Qubeby Malnn and Fortier.

labrose also statua bat. th u ne lias been paid by Man
and Fortier, and that this action is recally brouglit at their
request to assist tbemn in tho Quebee action, which is for a

dci aration that Labrose and bis codfnatare bolind
Vo) indeînniify thein agatinb>t Vhis note.

nhe defendant lias mions! under these circunaanea b
have the Iiîperil liank and Feortier and Mann w1dd as
dol endanta. But thiaoua, not ,evii neceasary for thc dle-
termlination of the question etenplaintif! and tbie pre-
-1,nt defenidants, and, therefore, tbey shoid fot lie added
against lte will of tbe plaintif!. Sec Reid v. Goold, 13 0.

L.R. 5i, S 0. W. R. 642, and caseýs there citeu.
That motion îs, therefore, disamissed ivith costs to ilt

plaintif! ini the cause.
Taking into consideration the facta aLs developed in the

inateria filed on these motions, 1 thk that ter are
thlerein "discloaed sucli fauta as should bie dvemed siufficiunt
tîe entitie " te defendant te have tbe action tried out ýn
the regular way aI 1er full disclosure both of documents and
parties, including the asaignor of te nominal plaintif!,


