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Ontario, affirming the judgment for the plaintiff Wil-
liams at the trial.
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The action was against the defendant, S. Wigle, asa
member of the firm of S. Wigle & Son, on promissory
notes made by said firm in favour of plaintiff. The de-
fence was that the defendant had retired from the firm
long before the notes were given, and although his son
had carried on the business under the name of S. Wigle
& Son, he had no interest in it; also that at the most
he could only be liable in respect to the business of a
general country store, which was the business of the
firm before he withdrew, and not for that of buying
and selling real estate and investing in securities, which
his son alone had carried on and in respect of which
the notes in question were given.

The courts below held that public notice of disso-
lution of the partnership between defendant and his
son had not been given;‘that defendant was aware
that his name still appeared as a member of the firm
on the bill-heads and in other ways; and that he was
aware of the general nature of the new business carried
on by his son in the firm name; defendant was, there-
fore, held liable on the notes.

The Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the
Court of Appeal.

' Appeal dismissed with costs.
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