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moved upon the glound that such a strong feeling had been raised

against him in Owen Sound and throughout the county that it

would be impossible to have a fair and impartial trial before a jury
of that county. The motion was supported by the pxoduction of
two letters written in 1909 by members of the Methodist Church
in Owen Sound stating reasons for opposing the defendanfs being
appointed to the pastorate of a church and reflecting on his con-
duct in reference' to the sale of shares. The Master referred to
Baker v. Weldon, 2 0. W. R. 433; Shafto Y. Bolckow, 35 W. R.
86;-Penhallow v. Mersey Dock Co., 29 L. J. Ex. N. S. 2, 21;

Cossham v. Leach, 32 L. T. N. S. 665; William Queen v. Appleby,
13 C. L. T. Oce. N. 375; Town of Oakville v. Andrew, 2 0. W. R.
608; Brown v. Hazell, ib. 784 and said that the letters produced
seerned to shew that a strong feeling existed in Owen Sound itself
and the community generally, which would probably create an
atmosphere hostile to the defendant. The Master was of opinion,
therefore, that in a case 00 'Vital to the defendant he was entitled
to have a trial before a jury of some other county. Order made
changing the venue to Toronto; cogs in the cause. Grayson
Smith, for the defendant, S. G. Crowell. for the plaintiff.

LOBB V. liOBB-I)IVIM()N,&,L COURT-SppT. 23.

ffllý-Comiruction-Gffl to ge Children "-Exclusion of Legiii-
mate Children.1-Appeai by the plaintiffs from the juagment of
MvioÇ]Ç, C.J.Ex.D., 21-0. L. R. 262> 10. W. N. 848. Tbe Court
(BOYD, C., LATC11FORD and MJ1)J>LET0Ný dismiued the ap-
peal; costs of plaintiffs and defendant of the action and appeal to,
be paid out of the estate. il. il. Collier, K.C., for theplaintiffs.
E. D. Armour, K.C., for the defendant.

COWMMINE V. I-M CiiAmBims--SicpT. 24.

'nierim AlimOnY-Order under Degorted 3fainienance
Act.]-Motion by the plaîntie fo-r an order for interim alimony
and diRbursementf;, The motion W" opposed by the defendant
on the grourid that the pJ&intiffý,within a week of the commence-
màent of this action, obtained an 0.rder'under the Deseïted Wives'
Maintenance Act, X S. Oý 1897 eh. 167 for payment to her by
the defendant of $3 a week_,Whieh amount had been regularly
paid since the order. The ]guter Uia.th&t
would not ha" given any latger MM or inte 0 on the material, he

rira a1ir»nYý and that
no order should now be made.. goodheim y. Goodheim, 30 l". J.

Thif leftme will be reffltea ln thé Ontgli', Là- Rerts.


