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tice Of mnotion to set aside proceedîngs for irregularity shall
speeify clearly tlie irregularities intended to be comiplained
of, and the several objections intended to lie insîsted on.

1 do not think that the judgxnent was a nullity. One of
the claims indorsed lapon the writ> namely, the laîi for
balance due to, the plaintiff on account for goods sold -and
delivered, rendered to the defendant and adniitted by himn
to lie correct-n shtort, for au amount due upon an accouint
stated-was proply ' v th subject of a special indorseinent;
the other dlaim was a charge or dlaim for interest, whlich,
not being shewn or stated tu be payable under contract or
by statute, wan, inerely an unliquidatedl aýiïm for- dinigres
in thie nature of interest, and therefore reco)verable only
ais daimages. The case was thus one withini fli xct ernia
of %ule 711 of flic Rtules which calme into forcie on thle l"St

,Sep)tenbor, 1888ý, in whicb the writ wasl speeýilly iindorsea
for Li liquidatud d[alim mi for damag,« mnd in w1ichl, on
non-appearance, thie plinitif! in the actioni was, ontitled to
eteru final judgmeiit for tlie former uid illterloutory iiidg..

mient for, the, latter. ntedof doig so, hoevrli e-
tered juidgmnit for the whole, not inly for th[w debt,ý buit al>o
for the suin elaimled asý infere.(St thlereonl. sue1 li uiment,
had if beeni attacked witin ;i reaisornablc tinie, miglit, il,
niy opinion, ha;veý ben ameitded, imasmucili asý oneg part o)f
file cliiwsproper-ly flie subject of at se ilidorýsemlent,
and], thevrefore, of' a fiinal juidgmetif onit-aparne and
flic only filult te lic fouu<il with if wa fli:lt it was sigiied for
too inluel. Th'ie plainitifr wa ot lloguud, that I know of, tco
have silgni trletoy (]mn for or tg, bave puirsucd
the residuje o! hi, dlaim. Ilis ogmi>zion ti) do that, couild flot
hav(, affe-eed ai judgmeiif piroperlIy siged for tlic delit for
whielh thle writ was.- r-ightly speciailly nosd

The effect of Rille d'Il i., emoisely sfited bY 'Street, J.1in liollendfer v. Ffofflkes, u1) . li' , mid if, was. fullly v on-
sidered by titflis Couirt in Solines v. 1Stffol'rd, ib., 1q. 2t041 270,
271. 1In both ceýs the( diiTerenlco betee aJiidglent on
defailt of peaaeto whichtule dRif,(id applyv, anid a
motion f'or suitiiiiii-y judAgrent affer apparaceuner 1'ni1c
t:39, toi whlicl if dlid nof, iu pointed oufi. I have Ifoundi( no
Case 1)y whieh we 'ire bollnd-I may say ne1 c-ase-decidled

wilie ille M11 wasý inlore %wllieh wudcoxupel uis to) hoId
f hat suieh a judglimeit as wis livre entere waý ai nullif y, a.nd
therefore nlof amilendable. ondngthaýf it wllireiua


