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MAcTAVISII, Co.J.-Defendants contention is, thai

judgment in question was obtained by the fraud of plati

upon f aise evidence adduced in the Connty Court of W

pe g on behqif of plaintiffs and by the f raudulent conceal

froin the Court ef the truc motive of the transaction bet

plaintiffs and defendant. ,.. This would be an ar

te the action: flollender v. Ffonlkes, 26 0. RL. 61; Abç

v. Oppenheimer, 10 Q. B. D). 2,95, Vadala v. Lawes, 25

P. 310, The evidence mnust be of that dlear and conviý

character that the conclusion frein it is irresistible tha

foreigu Court waa net inerely inistaken,. but was aci

niisled, by the fraud practised upon it, into pronone

wrong judgment.
The evidence afdnced hefore me fails far short of

~and I mnust therefore lind the issues iu favour of plain

.-Tha05mPnt for ilaiutiffs for arneunt claimedl with


