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COUNTY COYRT OF THE COUNTY OF
VICTORIA.,

BrapLEY v, BRADLEY. ‘
Bills and notes— Double stémpz‘ng—Eﬁd of re
Peal of statute—ys Vict,, cap. 1.
A promissory note void for want of “stamps, at ‘he
time of the Passing of 45 Vict. tap, 1, which repeals
stamp duties, cannot be made good by affixing double
Stamps as theretofore allowable,

{Lindsay, Nov. 16, 1882.
two promissory notes dated Ist
er, 1879, for $250 and $s50 respective'l)’,
made by the defendant in favour of the plaintiff. -
The defendan¢ pleaded want of stamps. The
plaintiff replied, alleging double stamping since
the passing of 45 Vict. cap. 1. ,To this reply
the defendant demurred, the fourth ground be-
ing that, 45 Vict. cap. 1, repealing the Stamp Act
took away the right to double stamp, and if the
note was void at the time of passing of that
Act there was now no authority to make i't,'goOd.'

On the ‘argument the plaintiff asked leave, if
the case should be decided against her, to amend,
alleging that she was not aware of the defect in
stamping upyj) after passing of the Act, %“d
contended that sych 5 reply would be good.

G H. Hopkins, for the demurrer.

D.J. Mclntyye, contra. ‘

Hupspery, Deputy Judge : It seeths to .me
that the four, ground of demurrer, if good, dis-
Poses of the matter, and that there is no neces:
sity for Considering the other grounds, some of
which, no doubt, could be cured by amendments.

The action jg brought to recover the amount of
two Promissory notes. The fourth paragraph of the
statement of defence sets up the want of stamps.
The second Paragraph in the joinder and reply
asserts that after the promissory notes were
made the plaintiff paid double duty thereon by
affixing to each of the said notes stamps to the
amount thereof, and cancelling the same as “:
quired by the statute in that behalf made an
provided. To this the defendant demurs. The
fourth ground of demurrer being that 45 Vict.

Action op
Decemb

€ap I, repealing the Stamp Act took away the
righ; to double stamp.



