
tice under the ('lvil ('ode, Qubc. Xhile in principle it
may be of use to the appelleiits or, OîIC of thn0o 1 ubtn
tive motion against the *juidgiient, it shewýs that uindeýr the
jurisprudence of that Province. wa; 111der ortlîat is the
proper way to attack t4ejudgnt.i

Whethcr it niay itot 1W SWIl open t> Mr. S r olt
under the cicmtneto obtain relie-f by\ 'i direct ilotimn
against the judgiinent on lier ownt behaif, 1 cainot sy
Flavien Moffet lbas had and lo,3t more than one opportuniity
of shewing the facts, and on bis se-cond1 apipeal, to tlîe I>iv'I-
sional Court the judgnîent was, as agains11t hit, treatud ais
a judgmeni aglainst the registered patesiip in.

The appeal must bc dismissedA, and 1 suppose with costs.
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BANK 0F HIAMILTON v.ANKSN

Vesue-Recmniery q/of si ef Lind- Viola/on of 'uk Ca

Motion by defendant to change the venuiie frn laînilt-on
to, Milton. The action was te recover* posissi of land in
the county of Halton, and platintiffti laid the venue atiamnil-
ton, contrary to Rule 529 (c).

G. H1. Gilmer, for defendanit.
A. L. Drayton, for plitconte-ndvd thiat thie affidalvitsý

shewed that a fair talcould nett he had iin laltoin becaujse
there were tiot a dozen persens in thewhiolecounity who wr
tiot either creditors or friends of cretditirs of the Aiiderson
estate, and because the public mmiid had been pouie
against plaintiffs hy the newbpapers publishied or ieilated
in the county.

TxE MAsntE held that the onus, was on plaintif's to shew
that they were justified in their violation of theý Rulie, and-
they hiad not satisfiud it, the affidavits beig lit direcýt co>nfliet,


