
ïset downi the ( ase, for hearing for the ~einof tlw Court
whivih be-gan on Ilhe 1-11h April.

Jud(gntitl fba beeni >igned,( and eou.n- of l~vc axed at1ne a ri f0$0- , ý1 an1ld1Z 1 n ia ( 1da Vi t i . f i1led ý1 1 - 111in tia te apkpel1) .1-
lant lias reeenitly be-en pglaeing inuban t n hh, pro-
petrty- und has dispocýed of the equity of rdipin

If the (ce, had ben se down, as il injig Mae bwrn
undor Riilu $12 (?), for the April ssion ld ha% e
bten and probably wvould have benhuard thereat, as h
evidence was obtained on the 23rdi or 21ith April; or theu
appellant miighit have nioved for a fiat 1to Sul down not-

wjthtan In l of beneu the eanncsd thev Court
iight have imposed t"e. The. dlav V la ben Very grVat,

ami I fln.d nothing m-hich I van Lay hold of ms an exruse,
beyond thin that it lis nu d1o11b bein thle intention of
the appellant in good f ailli to prosetle Itis appeval, and
hlis solicitor va:s probalily nlot faiijai.r with the Itnieq I
have referred to. Il dous seunl not tu lie vors' genurally
known, but., oni tht.. olher band. ile gveneral priaerIigg has
Ieen tu move for a fiat tu set down the appeal otwithstand-
ing flhc absenee of the evidence. Th10 precaut in wa, flot
ubserved. The respyondent hues reawon to eomplain té the.
delay wýhieh ii0w throws inii over. until Setmeif thle
appellanfas motion iz; granted, and lie is left with the ( osts

At tle action ullpaid aun eurd thg. appeilant's prIo-
perty in the mevant.inie liaving bïeen pult out ot his blands.
WI1ieý I express nu( opýiion) on Ilhe mierit of thv appeal, I
(1anuot but sce that it tuirus very muliupon questions and
flndings of taut ant on the mai tbitn of the case thevre

havc been IMtwo ( deis ions ;aga ý1ine th> 1e ap pel lan 1.
On. thle whole i uni of opinion that I 1holdt dîI1miss thlle

motion with cots nles Ille appellant, ihn-a.
gives suffeuiletsery for the piyn.t ot Ilhe costs taxed
in the action and iintereat thereonl, and[ the eos[ý ut thisý
motion in case hic; appeal launueeefl

Rail & Bal, odsok so-liuitors for' plaintlifr.
Mabee & Mankins, Stratiord, soicitors for defencdant.
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PEOPE'SBUI'LDI\NG ANI)OA ASSN. v. STANLEY.
Lpeu-JnyNotk ice*ErUncim of' lliffgO i» Chamê<era ux #o

-- udicatre~ At. 8r. 110.

Motion by defeudant for eaetg) appeal f romn ordeýr of
a. Pivisional Court affirnxing au order of a Judge in Chain-


