
aud procedure lin actions ini the Righ Court of Justice, shall
japply and eictend to actions in the County Courts." And
tliat, under Rulie 1219), in thîs case, the venue, îf laid b>' the
plaintiff at St, Thomnas would certaïnly be changed to Laon-
don. The argument of Mr. Tremeea.r was tha.t tbs construc-
tion of the Rules would oblige a plaintiff to bring his action
in a Count>' Court case in the Court of the county wliere the.
cause of action arose, if ail the parties residethere, which
h.e is not required to, do in a Higli Court case; whereas li a
Count>' Court case lie cannot brýing his action in, one county
and la>' the venue li another, asQ ma>' b. done in actions in
the Higli Court.

To this the reply is mnade, that, if the. combined effect of
thu threc Ruiles araycited is to mnake this obligatory, the
plainitiff in scia case muït, submiit.

'lhle origin of Rule 529 (b) was 58 Viet. eh. 13, sec. 21,
which applied onyto actions in the Hligh Court of Justice.
The oui' ly re case on this sect ion that I amn aware of is
Pollard v. Wrighti, 16 P. P_. 5051Thre a D)ilvisional Court

n gIrigjdmn said: - The oiuyof the Legisiature evi-
dentlY wa-, that tlie expense of thev trial of an action should
be borne 1by the couinty in which thev causez of if arose and ail
pairties; rusided." The language is aýs applicable to the
Couunt y Court, as to the Higli Court of Justice.

After consideration, 1 arn of opinion thiat the. motion
niiust s Ined, no other way can effeet 1w given to Rule
121f6. Asý 1 view tliat Rule, it'makes Rule 529 (b) as fuily
applicable to CountY Court actions as to those in the Hîigh
Court. IIad the statut. alone heen in force, the resuit mniglit
have heen different, as it is clear in the present ca.,e that
there ia no practical difference in the mnatter of convenience.

The order will go te change the venue to Londor.
As the, point is new, the costa of thi. motion will be in thc
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motion byv defendants to change the. venue fromi Guelph
tu Port Arthur.

W. E. Middleton, for defendants.
C. A. Mess, for plaintiff.


