
ls in eer lodged as aforesaid defendants bave been pre-
veniced fromi dealing willh tlieir said lalnds so as< to earrY on
sueee>-fuil miîlng operiiii. thereon, aiid haxe be puit t
grûeal loss, daruagýle, and )(1~ tlierebv anti iii dcfendinig
thair title, against the said trespassers and clainiants.

1:3. TheË said cautions afforded the said parties înentioned
ini theprvein paragrapli hereof a pretext for enrii.gil(

tpon Uic ai lands and prospctîng for minerai. tliereon, and
e-nailed themri 10 make elain thiereto on a pretended diseoverv

cfValuiable miinerai, and to muisleamI and induce the pIaintilt
to- grant and allow them a hearing fo dispute the defendants'
ritie and to institute this action, which is a direct resuit
of the said cautions anid not in the piiblic interest, for is the
plaintiff !he real plaintiff, for the sol icitor on the record thie
real solicitor in the action, whicli is brought solely in the
intPreýsts, for the benefit, and at the instigation of the eaid
parties, whiose personai solicitors are carrying on and con-
ducting thie proceedings hercin, ail of which has occasioned
iihe defendants great loss, dainage, and expense.

Exeept so fur as the first of theýse paragraphs denies the
eýXistence of anv good reason for filing thme cautions in ques-
tion. both of iheni are irrelevant ard crnbarrassing and should
tierefore be situck out. The issues whichi thiey seek to raise
eo(uld flot be -one, into at the trial, and no evidence could be
gxv-en to support t hem.

if a p11,ilif is msserting a legal right, his motives for so
doing cannlot be inquired into.

In Pendfer v. Lushington, 6 C'h. D). at p. 75, it was said,
by essel, M.:. " Those who hiave the rights of property are

entitled tn exercise them, whatcver th)eir motive may he for
sue eercse tlat 15, as rcgards a court of law as dieti-
gui,%hed fromi a court of morality or conscience, if such a
coue1rt exista . . . 1 cannot deprive hima of his propem-ty,
sithlougli he may not make use of that right of propcrtýý ini a
,wy 1 iit altogether approve of."

fil Allen Y. Flood, [18981 A. C. at p. 93, Lord*Wat;oiý
sid thiat it %va, useless to contend that "an act in it-self law-
fuJ ig cOnvertedl int a legal wrong if it was donc fromi a bad
mnotivei," f nd si p. 94: " It is alike consistent with reaison
and ernmmon sevnse that when the act donc is, apart frot the
feelings mwhich promptcd it, legal, the civil law oughit to take
ri cneri7anCe Of UtS MOtive." If furthm. authoritv~ is re
quJred, it cau bc found in the similar case of ('haffers V.
O'oldamith. 118911 1 Q. B. 186.

)L7. V 11. 0.WI. a. No. 9 -25 &


