
laid down in Bikerton v. Dakin, 20 0. B. 192, 695, and s4
ing that the obj oct of the legisiation has been to simpphfy th
procedure, I think the Iearned Judge rightly ruled that th
alildavit of verification by the solicitor, as agent, was a suaf
cient compliance with the statute.. . . Forme are n(
of inflexible use, and if the verification is in the saine wa
and to like effeet as in the case of registration, I think thet
bas been "substantial compliance," to use the phrase foun
in sec. 19 (1>,.with the scheme of the Act.

The learned Judge, however, has -directed that plainti
amend the statetuent of dlaimi by indorsing therein "the pa
ticulars of the plain tiffs' residgee as required by the Rulq
in that behaîf." The ton plaintifs are day labourers wI:
did work for defendants on the railway in the district 4
Rainy River, and it is set forth in the statement of clali
that they reside in that district. The plaintiffs' solicitor sa
in an aflidavit that thoy movo about from place ta place j
they obtain employmont, and it is said that dofendants wei
present during the carrying on o! the work and bave know
edge of who the plaintifs. are, and that the information givE
as to residence is as much as is practically possible. It
evident that these plaintiffs had no fixed place of abod
to which reference could bo muade ln order to bind ther

* .It le not desirable nor la it neediul that al the nie
tios of practice in due sequence should attach to the sumrnai
procedure provided for the realization of workxnen's liens.

In the case of a writ of summinos, where the plaintiff su
by Folicitor, the writ le ta bc indorsod with the solicitoi
'lame and place of business: Rule 134. True it is that by t]
Epractice iu the. High Court and by the incorporation of t]
form of writ, which lu not a part o! the Rule, the address,
plaintiff hirns.lf le also to be given (i.e., his place of residonCE
But the Rules themselves only roquire that ta be given wh4
plaintif' sucs ln person: Rule 135. The Rule which appli
to this case ie Rule 136: "Indorsements similar ta tho
znentioned ln the. two xiext preceding Bales shail also borina
upon evory writ iueued aud upon every document by whi<
proceedinga are commenced in cases where proceedings a
counnenced otherwis. than by writ of sumnmons." This stat
ument of clainm under R. S. 0. eh. 153, %tc. 21, contains f
narne and addres oi the. solicitor by whom it is issued a~
filii, and that ineets the legitimate requirements of Ri
136. It was suggest.d that the address o! plaintiffs should
st forth ln ordor to facilitate the obtalning socurlty for qo!
in a proper case (ose Rul. 1199), a~nd that le probably t
?rebo'l why the. practice in the. Higl Court bas settled ir


