
<f f tI\<;Sr. 00JL.

can leî),~ a. an aho vfor the plaitif-'t cuton

aithouIgli ier arSoîne ex\prsion~- of opinion ht ii

1oýrm gif (penLmdnage inlig" 1,ve rtŽcovere-1. eBaan

ln aikv event1 It va;i not -1wwn lltlat tlic pla it1 il-- oll i

in Febritary, 19,have obtained,, the nîoUùe hlehrlad

U~~~~tALd1 a:dpr.ufeort 1)ec(,I inlaie. i t _w 01ý1 the tiat1

p1aînîff~ new tat the baikJ w,1uld not 111;11%t lheadane

and the reaon for the plantiTsý not beÎig aide b 1 iai 11w

mueylk Augnst wa,, becaw-e or hlie ea g i u aon- of

theà mnoe market ; the like enuilitis did îlot Ci Ili

'l'le plaintiffs are in tins additional dthûeulty on ihe juet-

tion of dlainages. They sav the agreemnent ;ms that Ihelwn

was Io nmake- the advanee lit "current rates:* ; ii.' wol, mewan

an ine< h,0111 dînle 14 tune upon rnwiifteratef

disco)unt adace o if the plaiint if.' hadi nide ;ipplila ion

for and nbtained them îon,\elehe at or abwu limure

the batik rofused to anake( 11w 11wne-~ the ý Jrate ;, aale by

theni1 mIe eewould bav e beeni Ille >anie rate Iltebn

w<ould hiave heen eut itled to charge, and >o there wouild have

been no daniage.
1 thînk the plaintiffs' ma-e faiI-, înîd tli4 atii ion îut be

diw N'e ith oeosts.
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Appeal lby defendauit from judginentofBIT , L
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