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deiira it to be (ftken to the tfoanty where thef them-

Mlvet retkle, beccuse of the expense it will be to

th^m to eeme to the coanty of York,where the pl«in-

tit retidei. Aa itigtrdi the expense, potting ttide

the qtieition of what Ihtt may be as respects the

parties themselves, I do *t see that it would be so

much when once the county in which the oauae of

action arose is abandoned, as to justify me in grant-

ing what the defendanU ask : I have no objection, if

the defendants desire it, tp make ttn order to change

the venue to the county of Hastings, where (he cause

of action aroae ; and if they do not elect to take that,

then the summons must be discharged.

McGrsgor V. BATioir.

Jun»ikUonofih»a9tmtyCtmri-^Co*U.

An Milan on tht oas«, firanded on the BUtots of Merton,

iHftT be maintained m the Conntgr C!onrt ; and therefore,

where thepUlntiffhad a erdictror4<.. and no certifleaite

iraa granted, an i|»pUeation Ibr Qneta^e Bench costs was

refiised.

This action was founded on the provisions of the

Statute of Merton, 51 Hen.III., stat. 41, for distrain-

ing beasta of the plough when there was other

property which might have been taken for the rent.

The plaintiff at the trial recovered a verdict for 4/.

The question was whether the action could have

been nfnintained in the Gcunty Court.

fimufs, J.-^It appeared from the declaration that

the action was not brought to recover the value ofthe

cuttle distrained; for I suppdse from the viray the

count ia framed the defendant got his catde back.

The action thereforo is, strictly speaking, one of in-

fringement of the laws*
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