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nierged in the fee under 18962. No explanation wus ad-
dressed to me so that this is a mere surmise suggested by
the abstract. As to registration nujubers 4002 and 18124
the vendor's answer (to 3 and 8) seems to be sufficient.
Requisition number 9 was not spoken of at ail, but if it
bas not been disposed of 1 think the vendor's answer as to,
this should be verified. Counsel for purchaser said he had
not seen the declaration as to number 5. 1 have not seen
it and so cannot make a declaration as to it. Ail questions
as to, thc other requisitions except as to the possible titie of
Alexander Chiristie, bad been satisfactorily met. Ilaving
regard to the length of time which bas elapsed, the character
of the property, and the nature of the occupation, 1 think
requisition number 2 is suffieiently answered and the titie
should be accepted as to this. 1 do not detect anything
vague or indefinîte in Lamb's affidavit. 1 read the 4th
paragraph of the vendor's affidavit as saying that he pur-
chased "on the 30th day of Decembher, A.). 1913,"l with
Shaver. This docs not shew what this date should be. This
affidavit should be amended and when the titie is accepted
and the transaction about to be closed, the purchaser will
bc at liberty to, take the affidavits off the flles-giving a
receipt therefor-as vouchers for his titie.

The vendor will pay the costg of this application.

!ION. MR. JUSTICE MIDDLE;TON, IN CHES. JAN. 141H, 1914.

REa NORTHERN H1ARDWOOD LUMBER CO. &
SHlIELDS.

5 0 W. N. 757.
Dîvi*itai Vourt8--Trial in Cotintt# o'plaîn fiffs' Reaidence--Lack o>'JMri8dito,-Notkce Di&puting - ailure to Appear at Triai-judgment and Exeution-Motiojn for Pr:ohibitîon-Good De>'ence

Shewn bij Materia"-rder Mad--Costs.

miDDLEToN, J., keld, that where an action was brought la a Dlvi-dion Court wMi bad not jurisdiction and defenulants, whlle fifing aflotiee dlaputing the jurladiction did neot attend the trial, a in'd-
ment belnig given against them, that an order for probîbition Shonbe grantedI as the dependants had disclosed in their affidatvits a g00dpr<wn4 facie defence to the action on the merits.etznizd(an 012 47o8. v. MoConnel, 27 0. L. R. 549, distingulshed.

Motion for prohibition to the first Division Court of
the County of Grey. Argued 9th January, 1914.


