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to entertair flic appeal. C'hampiion v. W-orld Building Co. (5o
C'an. .C1.382) referred to.

Idinr in. J.. adhered to the opinioti expressed by hirn ip the
case of ýham pion v. World Building C,)., 50 S.C.R. 382.

I-n- Anglin. J. :-In thr circumstances of the .-ase the judgnvnt
of he C'ourt of 'Appeal should be regardedl as a judgiment.
upon a -notion for . aw trial within the me-aning of sec.
70 of the Supremne C.ourt Act, R.S C. 190M, eh. 139, and,
notice nu:. having been given as therehy provided, there
could be no appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada. Sedguick-
v. M1ontrca Liyht. Heai and Powrer Co., 41 S.C.11. 639, and jo<es
v. Toronto and York Radial Ry. Co.. S C. Pr. 432 reýferà7ed to.
Champion v. Wcîorld Building Co-. 50 S.C.H. 382, adV-red to.

Pi r I)tff..J.. tii.-stnting:-Tite judgment froiù whiclh the appeal
.~asr<dwa.s not a judgînent upon -a motion for a newv trial but

a decis«on on the mnerits of the vase tipoi an appeal ky way~ of
re-hearing bY thei Court of .Xppeal for BF(. whivh lîad 1?efore it
ail the, evidenrv necessary for that purpose. ('oiisequen*lv.,
srvi ion 70 of thev Sîipr.me C ourt Aet iail nt) application to the
al)peal to t he Suprenie Court of Canada. Fnrther. the ('ounty
<ourt <lerive<1 its jurisdhction from secti.li 30. 5ýss 1, of the
('ointv -Courts Act, R.S.B.C. 1911, c; 53, andl its powers to
exervise that jurisîliction under sec. 22 of that Act: consequently,
t hv ( ounty Court 1X>o.s:C(le 'concurrent jurisdiction 'with thle
Suprerne C .ourt within the rneaning of ser 37b of tlîe Supreine
Court \et 1 S(XI90';. ch. 139, notwithistiinding t bat th( word

concurren no't cpîyiIin either of tlo,s -vvt iOnS of tht-
t omit' Couts AXc.

Xppval wusc vi h costs.
TiUly. '. for the miotion to quish. le . 1loeicaiad,

contra.

P~rovince of O~ntario

The :î ls nc o f a1 mortgagi s -ma turc to 1 awrit ten no tice

of -ale -.erved î,îoili t mnortg:îgor mioler the purof sale von-


