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clared deeda which had been exeouted iwitb-
out this formality, te b. perfectly valid, and
thus Mr. Lionsis' cause of action fell to, the
grbund, snd he discontinued has action. The
Court now cornes to the question of le"io. On
this point, the two questions are, what was the
conaideration, snd what was the value of the
property when it wus sold ? Thecoonsideration
was estims.ted at £.4,500; but, owing to the
length of time thst lias elapsed, it is impos-
sible for the Court tO formn any definite conclu-
sion, from the evidence as .to the value of the
property when it was sold. Here againi it is
the fault of the plaintiff that e0 long a period
has elapsed. It is impossible, therefore, to,
set the deed aside on the ground of lesion.
Neit, it is important to look at the considera-
tion given by Mr. Lemoine. He purchased
Mad. Regnier's rights to have the deed set
aside, for £1075, eight years aller the execu-
tion of the deed. This shows that he did not
look upon the speculation as a very sure one.
On the merits, then, the action must be dis-
missed. There are aloo teclinical difficulties
which would have required to be removed, had
the Court taken a different view of the case.
The firet is, that there are three or four par-
ties interested in the cause who have not been
brought into the record. The second is, that
the heirs of Mr. Regnier have not been repre-
sented. In this particular the Court has an
important piece of evidence. Mr. Regnier
transferred his rights under the deed- of
1846 te one of the most honorable men in
the country, of the highest character and
position!!1 Surely, then, there could have been
no fraud connected with this deed, or this gen-
tleman would not have had anything te do
with the transaction!!1 There is, lastly, a pIes
of droits litigLeuoe. There cannot be the slight-
est doubt that Mr. Liemoine, in pLrchasing
Mad. Regnier's riglits to have this deed set
aside, purchased a droit iigfeuoe. With
out wishing te stigmatize the transaction, 1
muet state that this is beyond any doubt. As,
however, the Court lias decided, on the menits,
that the plaintiff really acquired ne rights at
si, Mad. Regnierhaving herself no right to
have the deed set aside, it is unnecensary by
the judgmont te pronounce upon the plea. of

The following ia tb. reoorded jndgment.
" The-Oourt having heard, bc., without adju-

dicating upon the defendants' plea of litigious
nighte (droti iU«eO=), save and 'except in se
far as the same is adjudged upon and disposed
of by the following judgment upon the merits
of this cause; and proceeding te render ite deci-
sion upon the law and the facta as presented
for deliberation and final judgment thereen.

Considering that the plaintiff bath net by
bhis action assigned and brouglit into the reord
of bis demand, ail the parties interested in the
issue and decision of this cause; and particu-
larly among others, that he has not assigned
and brougbt into the case, the heirs or repre-
sentatives of Madame Monarque, mentioned
in the deed of sale and cession of rights of the
30th of Octeber, 1846, as a party te the sanie,
in whose faveur the payment of a life-rent was
stipulated in and by the said deed; Jean
Baptiste Lionais and Dame Henriette Moreêu,
wife of the defendant, and separated from, him,
as te property, botli of wbom have beceme
and are pecuniarily interested in tb. resuit cf
this suit, in the manner and form, aud te the
extent shown snd stated in the pleadings and
testimony adduced; the Seigniors of the Fief
Lagauchetière and the Seigniors of the Island of
Montreal, parties interested in certain sumns
for the commutation of the lands in question
in this cause; and, lastly, the heirs or repre-'
sentatives cf the late Auguste Regnier, ce-
vendor with his wife, Marguerite Roy, in
the deed cf sale cf the 3Oth cf Octeber, 1846.*

Seeing that ten years, less eue day, were
allowed te elapse between the date and execu-
tion cf the deed cf sale te the defendant last
above mentioned, and the institution cf the
present action; and that the plaintif;, after he
bad acquired the alleged right8 cf Madame
Regnier te have the deed cf the 3Oth cf Octo-
ber, 1846, annulled and set acide on the
grounds cf fraud and Usion, allowed more than
two years te elapse without taking legal pro-
ceedings te that effeot against the said defend-
ant, who for a period cf ten years, les one ýdiy,
had remained in peaceful and undisturbed pos-
session cf the property in question in this
cause, and bath during that period in good
faith made great, extensive sud valuable im-
provements and amneliorations te and uPon the
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