
LESUNE r. UNDEN.~

hii t bis e remis:~ Y have a promd ilti e tu t hiw aUi" That

this is inot a coniplianee with the Rule is eünvlusiv,[ eede

by Robison v. MIoris (1908l). 15 O.L~.P. 1;49, iii IhuRîî'

Benul Ilvisoiî The saine pInbt wuas deuidd ini the Appellat
byiio i a 'îmurt of whieb 1 unas a niniabe thea'e éiduu,

unider the uýii-eutnistanees of thbe paa'tiul (moen me gae e th de-

fedant Icave to Mie a lutte ;ffda*i muil pin, tule.

Whbatever the inerits (if thle prpsddefenve iny liu, I dlo

not go) inter t hei.w thuxiy bu de"helopud uly ài un npplieni

wikh I rmenev heave to u ufendaitit I, make sulîstaiîtively fSur

leae t, file a Imoper a«kdvit, ete.

The appeal xvii be diîise with e-osts-tht' pl;itif uider-

takes not to p roeeed ot Iiis Àidiîgiit tiit il th ult h I eeeilibei to

inb.suelh piruposed Itt il1(, b. madie.
rj 1 1 aUit ut f be dtiait hax iny Iuw veî alle tu the de-

leet of niert as w'eil as of boi' 111, muints exîleet thAt any de-

fun u ieiiîy set up1 \ 1w i-11elusly Seritiuîised anid rigily deaît

NAth.
'Phe u uin Spueitig. Iit al ;t pp>enwuî souah M ieo bui'-

ui'îivei ý\itboutI anl aflidaiti, anîd that thei afidaivit i4hotddi vui
;ina stti Iuiî that t be dfeîîiît1 -has a gomd deene poin

the nurts,' ' ffiursshol lot rueivie an 1111îiaiiu -tlex the

aflidvit ues oltalin tliat Stateunt.i1 It is lit to b lexpue

thiat thuyý %wil pass uponl t hu sIIftiviviîuy gf tue fats allepged lu

t'isiuua vîîlid ducfulntu but thuy- îiîy anid Shmuid sec that

Ihu iflidavit ÎS 1101ufutv iii fio-1n.


